ly MIAN, 


THE PROTESTANT 


Edited by KENNETH LESLIE 


Associate Editors 
JaMEs L. ADAMS 
JOSEPH BRAININ 


PAUL TILLICH 


PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 
H. RUTLEDGE SOUTHWORTH 


RuTH NANDA ANSHEN 
RussELL C. BARBOUR 

G. A. BORGESE 

DwicHT J. BRADLEY 
JaAMEs A. BRAY 

JEROME Davis 

Mark A. DAWBER 
FREDERICK M. ELIOT 
JosEPH F, FLETCHER 

J. M. FREEMAN 
STEPHEN H, FRITcHMAN 
ERNEST GRAHAM GUTHRIB 
JosEPH HAROUTUNIAN 
CHESTER E, HODGSON 
WALTER M. Horton 


VoL. V 


AUGUST-SEPTEMBER, 1943 


RUSSIA'S RELIGION 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


Editorial Advisers 


EpWIN H. HUGHES 
HEWLETT JOHNSON 
Davip Lorp 

DONALD LOTHROP 

J. A. MacCaLLuM 
JOHN A. MacKay 
JOHN MacMurray 
CLIFTON MACON 

H. D. A. Major 
FRANCIS J. MCCONNELL 
ConraD H. MOEHLMAN 
JAMES MOFFATT 
JosEepH G. Moore 
Louie D. NEwron 
Rosert H. NICHOLS 
CLAUDE WILLIAMS 


WILHELM PAUCK 
Epwin McN. POoTEAT 
GORDON POTEAT 

A. CLAYTON POWELL 
LEONHARD RAGAZ 
RAYMOND RoBINs 
W. S. RycroFrr 

D. R. SHARPE 
JOHANNES STEEL 
ALVA TAYLOR 
CHANNING H. Tosras 
GREGORY VLASTOS 
RuFus W. WEAVER 
ROBERT WHITAKER 
Henry N. WIEMAN 


No. 1 


We must try, as a religious paper, once in a while to spell out certain 
simple lessons in religion for a public and a press sometimes a bit confused 


on the subject. 


An instance of this confusion crops up in Time magazine’s recent article 


(Aug. 16, 1943) on “Peace and the Papacy”. The article is purely political, 
but because it deals with a state which is also a church, it is placed in the 
section of the magazine devoted to “Religion.” This article states seriously 
that the Papacy “has been fighting against totalitarianism more knowingly. 
devoutly and authoritatively, and for a longer time, than any other organized 
power.” If the writer had said “fighting for totalitarianism” he would have 
been nearer the truth, political Romanism being a classic model of totalitarian- 
ism. 

It would be healthier for the future relations between church and state 
in America if such a brilliant commentator as Time magazine could establish 
a-clearer idea of what it means by religion and what it means by politics and 
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could bring itself to deal objectively with any political manoeuvres which 
wrap themselves in garments associated with spiritual authority. In failing to 
do so Time magazine becomes in this particular case a hawker for modern 
medicine men who harness the greatest of all spiritual influences to the axis 
of a selfish tyranny. 


Another victim of this cormfusion criticizes a phrase we used some time 
ago, “‘God’s Red Army.” “Why,” he says, “bring God into the picture of an 
army that has never tolerated a military chaplain?” 


This critic obviously thinks religion is impossible unless a chaplain sticks 
some recognized tag onto it. I don’t blame this critic. In limiting God to a 
chaplain’s uniform he is only following the style of all “recognized” writers 
in the “religious’’ sections of our press and even in some church publications. 
It is probably quite natural for those who live in and by “organized religion” 
to tend to think that the religion they have organized is all the religion there 
is. The same thing is true of devotees of “schools” of art. They sometimes 
tend to feel that art has come to a fine and glorious completion in theit 
“school.” 


Yes, there is a natural tendency for a preacher to think of Ais church as the 
fimal form of religion. And if that form flatters the economic habits of the 
businessman in the pew (who hired him and can fire him) then this business- 
man will tend to agree. And since this businessman uses the press to advertise 
his business it becomes quite natural for the newpapers and magazines to agree 
too. So it becomes the style to identify the cleric with religion and therefore 
the anti-cleric with anti-religion. Unless this style can be changed, and 
changed very soon, there is a sorry prospect in view for the cleric. Usually 
the little clerics, the country curés, understand this. It is the bishops and city 
parsons who live closely with the businessman and share his version of a God 
of “success” and fat dividends who are more often confused. 


The Belgian nuns who prayed for the Red Army during the siege of 
Stalingrad would understand the phrase ““God’s Red Army’ quite well. Theic 
spiritual instinct was needle-sharp and sure. They understand that God can 
get along better sometimes with people who don’t know His name. Of course 
it is not impossible for God to be in churches. And in chaplains too, but 
chaplains should not be paid by the State anymore than churches should be 
subsidized by the State, either directly or by tax exemption. You can’t pay 
God off or control Him. That is what Mussolini tried to do with his con- 
cordat which bought priestly loyalty to an evil regime for a price in money 
and state favoritism. To do this kind of thing is to try to petrify men where 
they are. But men can’t stay where they are. They go forward or backward. God 
is the only concept man has made which is the seed of unlimited progress and 
development, the lifter of every horizon. THE PROTESTANT fights for this 
concept. We think the Red Army is fighting on God’s side. The Belgian 
nuns agree with us. Many have been against us. Many praised the Red 
Army, but they didn’t rea//y mean it. Innerly they hoped for its destruction. 
Innerly they prayed against us. Perhaps our prayers didn’t help. I believe 
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they did. At least they were a witness to our faith that horizons of man’s 


future were being lifted by the defenders of Stalingrad. And Stalingrad 
didn’t fall. 


The Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America and the United 
Church of Canada recently called a Round Table of non-Catholic Christian 
leaders to study post-war problems. Among these problems they placed the 
Soviet Union whose revolution they find was “‘anti-religious’. Here the 
churchmen are assailed with the same old tendency to identify “church” with 
“religion”; and even where as in pre-revolutionary Russia, the “church” cut 
people off from life, from reality, from truth, from growth, and therefore was 
an anti-religious ‘church’, they still cling to this identification which amounts 
to idolatry. They fail to see that when a people rises against an anti-religious 
church that people must have gotten religion themselves whether they are aware 
of it or not. It is the contention of THE PROTESTANT that just as a boy 
can catch the measles without knowing it so Russia has caught religion without 
knowing it. 

This bewilderment upon the part of the honest churchmen of the Federal 
Council and the United Church leads them into a certain embarrassment. For 
as they proceed to praise the good fruits of the Russian Revolution one is 
tempted to ask with Jesus: “Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of 
thistles?”” These churchmen in a rather constrained analysis of recent history 
imply, not too happily, that it is up to us to prove that the “Christian’”’ peoples 
can put forth the good fruits of a just social order and that it is up to us to 
prove our willingness to collaborate in a world community of nations. But 
the implication is not fully and concretely developed. Instead, they “eagerly 
look forward to the day when Christians in Russia may freely and in organ- 
ized form join with Christian bodies elsewhere in ecumenical fellowship.” It 
is a bitterly sad portent for their hope to note that the Russian Church has so 
recently been compelled to cast out from ecumenical fellowship that part of it- 
self which, caught in conquered Russia, has by official declaration joined 
forces with Hitler. Another unhelpful fact is the collaboration in Sicily be- 
tween the Americans and Archbishop Lavitrano of Palermo, the Jesuit Car- 
dinal, who presided over the Roman Catholic missionaries entering Hitler- 
conquered and Hitler-tortured Russia under the friendly protection of Hitler. 
The Christians in Russia will no doubt echo the hope and prayer of our 
American and Canadian churchmen, but they may make reservations as to 
who are Christians. To talk about ecumenical fellowship and say nothing of 
these concrete obstacles to any fellowship appears almost disingenuous. 

It may seem ungrateful not to shout hallelujah when a church body can 
even approach a fair attitude towards the Soviets. But on re-reading their care- 
fully drawn sentences I find something to fear in them. In the first place the 
very fact that Russia is considered as a “problem” along with Germany and the 
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Far East is an ominous fact. In the churchmen’s minds Russia isn’t one of us. 
She is over against us. And if she continues to be what we call “anti-religious” 
and ‘‘materialistic’” these churchmen say that ‘would prevent a world com- 
munity of spirit which is an indispensable foundation of world order.” In 
other words an internal change is demanded, or else. Or else what? 

At any rate this whole concern for ecumenical fellowship plays into and 
keys perfectly into the ambition of the Ultramontanists to get their political 
church into Russia. It also serves well those cartellists who plan to use the 
church to head off Russia’s influence in post-war Europe. Yes, it serves the 
unholy alliance of church and cartel. 


* * * 


But what of Russia and religion? What of Russia’s religion? 

Whatever dictionary we may consult to find the meaning of religion, most 
of them agree that religions deal with that which we value above all other 
things. Not all religions have a God but all religions have a state of being 
towards which they aspire. Buddhists for instance, are, strictly speaking, 
atheists. About one-third of the inhabitants of this planet are Buddhists. Mo- 
hammedans believe in God with a vengeance! They are insistent and absolute 
monotheists. The Soviet authorities found Mohammedan women in Central 
Asia cursed with polygamy and debased with the parandja, a horrible thick 
black veil which covered them from head to foot. These women were afraid 
of the mullah or priest who tied up “God” so intimately in their minds with 
the terrible conditions under which they lived that it was sometimes impossible 
to take the parandja off their heads without taking the “God” out of their 
heads. 


God is what we adore. 

What does the West adore? 

Me ahead: “Free” Enterprise. To get a better car, two cars, three cars, a 
better house, two houses, better schools for my children, better charities for 
their children, “culture”. Accent on the individual: result regimentation. 

The Russian religion is: Us ahead. Accent on the mass: result an even 
exaggerated individualism. 

Under Free Enterprise the way up for the individual is the way down for 
the mass. For the way to beat your competitor is to produce a lower common 
denominator (rationalized) commodity or (and) to “sell” to a lower common 
denominator (hypnotized) market. That is why our holidays spawn regimented 
death upon our highways. That is why the radio is choked with whore voices 
drooling commercials. Yes, cruel as it sounds, the end product of Dale Car- 
negie is—Goebbels. 

The characteristic achievements of Free Enterprise have resulted from 
the application of the rational mind to problems of making things for greater 
and greater masses of people and to the problems of selling them to (pushing 


) 
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them onto) greater and greater masses of people. They are quantitative rather 
than qualitative achievements. 

Mass production. 

Mass distribution. 


These are not Russian terms, but American terms. They are the logical 
extension of the Industrial Revolution. 

And the Saroyan character is right, there is no foundation all along the 
line. Our mass production and mass distribution are “free” from all control. 
They have no direction. There is no goal, except more, more, and faster, 
faster. 

Where there is no goal there is lunacy. 

Religion states goals. 

We need a new religion. Fresh, clean, and new. As original as a first may- 
flower. As fragrant. As beautiful. As all-powerful. 


For because there is no goal, because there is no God, our mass production 
is a mess and our mass distribution is another mess. Both are so bad that in 
the U.S.A. in peace-time at one extreme of the nation one-third of the people 
go under-clad, under-fed, under-housed, while at the other extreme is a noisy 
minority, over-fed, over-clad and over-housed. In war-time Free Enterprise 
is discovered to have allowed its freedom to degenerate into arrogant license 
whose bottlenecks ‘strangle the very war effort of national survival. 


The Tolan Committee of the House of Representatives (USA) reported ‘Six 
months after the creation of the War Production Board conversion (from peace 
goods to war goods) is still just getting under way. . . . many durable goods in- 
dustries are producing more civilian products than munitions. . . . peak production 
is not scheduled before 1943. . . . small firms are still largely excluded from the 
war program. . . . there does not yet exist a general determination on the part of 
responsible officials to overcome all obstacles to maximum output... .” 


I. F. Stone who quotes the Tolan Committee editorializes thus in PM: 

“Each industry branch of the War Production Board is run by a little clique 
of businessmen and monopolists devoting their principal attention to post-war 
planning—planning how much more money they can make and how many fewer 
competitors they can have when the war’s over. 


“We ‘drafted’ the headliners of industry, and most of them went dead pan on 
us. Most of those who knew better were afraid to talk and those who did talk, 
like Odlum and Guthrie, were ousted. The dollar-a-year men from steel ‘didn’t 
know’ that strip mills could be converted to making ship plate. The dollar-a-year 
men from Detroit ‘didn’t know’ that auto machinery could be converted to making 
tanks, planes and guns. The dollar-a-year men from ALCOA ‘didn’t know’ that 
secret cartel agreements with the Germans restricted production of aluminum and 
magnesium. To listen to these businessmen on the witness stand was to wonder 
why they hadn’t gone bankrupt years ago—they seemed to know so little about 
their own businesses. 

“Little-businessmen wanted orders, and couldn’t get them. Big-businessmen had 
the orders, and let them wait while they carried on better-than-usual business. 
Independent businessmen, large and small, who pleaded the case for production 
shortcuts, were given the dead-fish handshake and a ‘thank-you-for-your-interesting 
suggestion’ letter. 
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“Plans for conversion and curtailment were delayed until the civilian boom of 
1940-41 created a metals famine. Plans for expansion of metal mining and making 
facilities were postponed until the shortage of steel and copper had grown so 
severe as to furnish an excuse for cutting them down to monopoly’s convenience. 


“The monopolists won their little private war against the axis of expansion- 
conversion-conservation.”’ 

While our system of misnanied Free Enterprise stood hamstrung by private 
monopoly before the Nazi onslaught, paralyzed by its neurotic will-to-die, 
evidently preferring the fate of complete physical extinction to changing its 
way of life, the Soviet Union grappled vigorously with the Nazi enemy and 
clearly exemplified a true system of free enterprise. 

But you will say: Isn’t there mass production in the Soviet Union? Isn’t 
that the very objection to the Soviet Union, that everything is regimented like 
an ant-hill? Yes to the first question, no to the second. For in the Soviet 
Union there is a goal, the goal of collective welfare. And there is unremitting 
vibrating criticism of both the processes and purposes of production. This 
criticism comes from the people and it is an article of faith in the Soviet Union 
to keep the traffic open for such criticism. This criticism, both positive and 
negative hammers constantly at the body of Soviet economy and keeps it re- 
newed and alive. Soviet economy is not a slave economy. It is a free economy. 
The contrast between our economy and Soviet economy is not a contrast be- 
tween an individualist economy and amass economy. It is a contrast between a 
mass economy operated in the interest of private families and a mass economy 
operated in the interests of the people as a whole. That is why when the 
Fascist enemy appeared the Soviet economy attacked it as one man while the 
American economy backed and filled and side-stepped from the attack. 

Just as the many gods of the tribes around the Nile delta were welded into 
one God when these tribes were welded into the one nation, so out of the 
Soviet system, a system within which many nations and individuals live under 
new economic forms in unprecedented creative community, there will arise a 
new conception of the Ultimate, a conception growing out of this historic 
concrete fact. 


* * * 


What many of our theologians and social philosophers overlook or in- 
deed deny is the paramount importance of an act. The old Christian theologians 
used to put the incarnation at the center of their system. This was a great in- 
sight, a truly mystical insight. Our present day thinkers forget that Jesus lived 
his whole life without benefit of Christian theology. Theology that would mean 
much and hold great truth for later generations could well have meant little 
or nothing to Jesus. In many an ecumenical council Jesus might have been 
ruled out as a fearful heretic. In the order of chronology the life of Jesus came 
first, theology came after. The incarnation, the fact, preceded the theory, the 
dogma. So today among the peoples of the Soviet Union goes forward an act, 
an incarnation. 
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In the Soviet Union there are numerous nations and tribes with widely 
varied religious backgrounds. There are Buddhists, Moslems, Baptists, Tao- 
ists, Jews, Russian Orthodox, Marxists, and many more. But whatever their 
backgrounds the Soviet government has taught them brotherhood in a new 
way, a vastly different way from our Western half-hearted platonic way, and 
has inoculated them with the scientific approach to nature. 

Now as long as religionists teach a magical approach to nature they cannot 
very well be welcome in the Soviet Union. And it goes without saying that 
political churches must of course be excluded. To admit them would be to 
commit suicide. But religion as an orientation towards life and towards hu- 
man beings is not only taught in the USSR but is taught for the first time in 
history by a state which includes all its individual members as individual mem- 
bers of a family without discrimination on account of color or race or on ac- 
count of creed, unless the creed compels its holder to war against the frame- 
work of the society in which he works and enjoys the full fruits of his work. 
Yes, this kind of religion is taught, not so much by ideas as by practice. This 
orientation may or may not include an idea of God. For awhile it will not, 
because the idea of God has got in the way of the actuality of God for so 
long in Western civilization that it will be regarded with suspicion. It may 
never return in the form we are used to. That is not too important to us just 


now. 
* * * 


What is important is this. If there is a heart of justice in the universe it is 
beating now in the Red Army. I believe in that heart. I call it God. And 
what I believe in is not an idea but a fact and I see that fact expressed now in 
the Russian Revolution which stands alone between the modern liberal demo- 
cratic world and the Counter Reformation which in the form of Fascism aims 
to fulfill the anathema against toleration and to destroy the liberal democratic 
world. The centre of the Counter Reformation is of course in Rome but the 
forces of the Reformation have been largely turned around and redirected so 
that they constitute in effect an ally to Rome. Whether chapel or church, the 
institutions of “religion” have become the beneficiary of the status quo, have 
distributed husks of rhetoric to the multitudes, disdaining to notice the gather- 
ing of the storm of the Counter Reformation. And to comfort and condone its 
own senility the Reformation now allows the Counter Reformation to rewrite 
the history of the development of the Soviet Union where the God the Refor- 
mation had abandoned has taken a new lease on life. 

God in whose name all revolutions are drowned in blood is the maker of 
all revolutions. God in whose name the Counter Reformation has been carried 
on during the past 400 years made the Reformation itself and sickened of it 
when it abandoned its idea of the nobility of work for the common good, 
when it made an idol out of a book instead of a church, and when it wor- 
shipped a new name instead of an old name. God is not a book or a church. 
God is not a name or a word. Yet sad it is to hear his name on the lips of the 
Black Shirts and not to hear it on the lips of the Red Army men. 
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The religion that will be acknowledged in the Soviet Union will be based 
upon the actual working out of community among individuals, economic units 
and national groups. It will be beautifully and richly diversified in its ex- 
pression because it will naturally take its symbolism from every culture at its 
base. And it will wash and dress anew concepts long lying under the debris 
of history. Just as there are not any more ‘‘sciences’’, but only science, so there 
will be no more “religions” but only religion. There will be many expressions 
of this universal religion which will be for man at once the pioneer’s ever 
receding horizon and the home-comer’s welcome home. 


IS DREW PEARSON A LIAR? 


President Roosevelt has called Drew Pearson, the newspaper and radio 
commentator, a “chronic liar.’ Now, Drew Pearson may get things wrong 
sometimes. It could hardly be otherwise, but we are sure he is an honorable 
man who lives up to a high conception of journalistic ethics. Of his courage 
there can be no doubt whatever. The point at issue was whether or not Cordell 
Hull is anti-Russian. The point was not whether or not Cordell Hull thinks he 
is anti-Russian. Of course it may be possible that he is not exactly aware of 
what he is doing. But if he does know what he is doing then he must suspect 
that he is anti-Russian, for his acts as head of the State Department, especialiy 
with regard to the Spanish question, have been antipathetic to Russia. These 
acts cannot be considered as having been committed independently by the State 
Department. Full responsibility for them must be accepted by the Chief Execu- 
tive whose loss of equanimity in the Pearson affair does not breed confidence. 
These acts are summed up in a leading editorial in the New York Herald 
Tribune, September 2, 1943: 


When the Germans attacked Russia in June, 1941, and Mr. Churchill made his 
famous declaration of solidarity with the Soviets, there was no corresponding state- 
ment from Washington. There was hesitation about extending lend-lease aid to 
Russia, and it was noticeable that not until the Atlantic Charter, with its imprecise 
promise of self-determination, had been negotiated in August that a lend-lease dele- 
gation arrived (at the end of September) in Moscow. Armed with the Charter, 
the President later interfered with the negotiation of the Anglo-Soviet treaty in 
order to limit Russian claims over the Baltic states. He did not succeed in clearing up 
the question; at the most he only muddled it, but he set a pattern which has appar- 
ently been repeated elsewhere. 

He clung to Vichy to the last, long after that pseudo-government had sent its 
legions to fight against the Soviets. He maintained relations with Finland, which was 
also fighting Russia. One of the chief excuses for the inveterate antipathy to Gen- 
eral de Gaulle was that he was too much under Communist influence. Various con- 
servative or reactionary figures from Central Europe, with plans for European fed- 
eration—regarded in Russia as plans for the creation of a new cordon sanitaire— 
received welcome and encouragement in Washington. The insistence on bringing 
Peyrouton back to North Africa, the long regard for Franco’s susceptibilities 
(and the corresponding severity toward the remnants of the Spanish Republic), the 
unusual emphasis laid on relations with the Vatican, all accorded with the same 
pattern. 


1943 EDITORIALS gy 


So, even more markedly, did the total exclusion of Russia from any hand in the 
government of Sicily or relations with Italy. The reports of negotiations with various 
Italian generals, presumably looking toward getting Italy out of the war without 
risking a popular revolution there, have never been authenticated; but the haste 
with which the President repudiated the broadcast about Italy’s ‘‘moronic little King” 
certainly suggested the existence of some such policy. While the astounding refusal 
to permit Russia’s accredited representative to visit the French Committee in North 
Africa can hardly be explained on any other grounds. 

Even in the midst of world shaking events the President cannot ignore his 
political fences. In the hope that our brevity will not be interpreted as dis- 
respect we may put it this way: Because of Hull’s political power, the President 
is stuck with him and with the difficult task of using him in a liberal cause. 
That may be why he went very far out of his way to assure the country as well 
as Hull of Hull’s good feelings toward Soviet Russia. 

The editor of the Herald Tribune says that these facts “urgently demand 
clarification”, and calls this diplomacy ‘“‘unconfessed, back-stairs, irritating and 
bewildering.” We agree with all the editor’s adjectives except “bewildering.” 
Some time ago another commentator said that the State Department pulled 
Peyrouton out of a silk hat. But this was impossible because Peyrouton was 
thousands of miles removed from the silk hats which lay in sight. He was on 
a special shelf of a special cupboard, and he was searched for and found and 
produced to fulfill a function long planned for him. Indeed it has been the 
habit of liberal commentators for a long time to speak of the policy of the 
State Department as if it were a conundrum, to speak of this policy as if it 
moved by accident in a fog of confusion. Now this may be true insofar as 
Cordell Hull is personally concerned. We have no way of knowing. But, 
looking at the policy itself as it hits us in the eye out the headlines of the 
newspapers, its pattern appears only too clear and that is what calls for alarm. 


BISHOP MOLLOY'S NEWSPAPER 


Evidently there are no places into which some of the bishops will not dip 
their hands for unpleasant material to throw in our direction. Bishop Molloy’s 
Brooklyn Tablet for instance dips up for its readers a sorry mess in the form of 
a letter from a “liberal” who quotes from The New Leader ‘‘a strong article 
by the well-known publicist William Henry Chamberlain entitled The Protes- 
tant: A Protest,” to prove that THE PROTESTANT is devoted to “undiscriminat- 
ing abuse of the Roman Catholic religion.” This is not the first of such attacks. 
From The New Leader we may expect anything. From the bishops’ papers we 
hope for better things. 

Fortunately there are plenty of Roman Catholics who read THE PROTES- 
TANT. Many of them disagree with our condemnation of Vatican politics. 
Others agree with us. Yet both those who agree and those who disagree 
understand that our criticism of Vatican politics is not criticism of the Roman 
Catholic religion, let alone “undiscriminating abuse’ of that religion. Both 
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know that THE PROTESTANT has published numerous articles by Roman ~ 
Catholic apologists with editorial commendation. Both know that not once have 
we ever published even a criticism, let alone abuse, of fundamental Roman ~ 
Catholic religious teaching. We have been harsh in criticizing the Church po- 
litically, and this has been because of our devotion to the spirit of Jesus Christ 
as that spirit shines in the actS of the modern apostolate of that Church. We 
think of the German Benedictines, of Don Bosco, of Father Tompkins, of Peter 
Wust and Jacques Maritain, of numberless nameless and forgotten Sisters of 
Martha and Mary throughout the world whose least deed shines at the pinnacle 
of Heaven. We stand aside for none in our prostration before this Spirit. But it 
is rather ridiculous of The Tablet to repeat the libels of such things as The 
New Leader and William Henry Chamberlain who would sell out the planet, 
including very much the Roman Church, just to satisfy their.grudge against 
Stalin. 

The time is rapidly approaching when the security of the whole Roman 
establishment will depend upon the non-Roman British-Americans and Rus- 
sians. It should be easier for The Tablet than for The New Leader to abate its 
hostility to Stalin, for The Tablet has been an enemy not a betrayer of the 
Soviet Power. The New Leader is exactly what it falsely accuses THE PROTEs- 
TANT of being: anti-religious, naturalistic. It is a poor broken reed for Bishop 
Molloy to lean on. He has a better staff than that. Let him use it. 


PROTESTANT ACT OF HUMILITY 


Have you ever thought of what the re-establishment of the Jewish national 
home in Palestine would mean to the anciently held and long revered “‘Chris- 
tian” superstition to the effect that the Jews are under punishment by the Ruler 
of this universe because they did not accept certain “Christian” dogmas regard- 
ing the Second Person of the Trinity. This idea that the Jews must lose their 
home and be scattered forever about the face of the earth, homeless, wandering, 
in a place but not of a place, unwelcomed, not wanted, has been taught in Chris- 
tian instruction classes for two thousand years. Its companion idea that Palestine 
is the Holy Land of the Christians and belongs as of right to Christendom was 
the cause of the crusades. Christendom today is represented politically by the 
Vatican state and those states over which it has influence. Those vigorous 
soldiers, both of the sword and hand, who push Vatican politics in every corner 
of the globe and whose ambition it is to establish the Roman tiara over every 
crown and over every people on earth have of a certainty never forgotten that 
the Holy Land “belongs” to the Head of Christendom. This might account for 
many otherwise unaccountable events in current history, events like the Evian 
Conference, the Bermuda Conference, all the still-born resolutions and policies 
of various groups from Zionist organizations to the British government itself, 
with respect to a settlement of the Jewish question. 

Just as the Negro question is white so the Jewish question is Christian and 
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is based upon a “Christian” arrogance which has no relation whatever to the 
Christian gospel of Jesus. When this arrogance has been wiped out of Christen- 
dom then and then alone can an approach be made to the solution of the 
Jewish question. 


An approach to the removal of this arrogance has been made by nearly 
2,000 Christian ministers of the gospel in the United States who have put them- 
selves on record as favoring the removal of such false anti-Jewish prejudices 
from their teaching and preaching. These courageous men have made what we 
believe to be an almost precedented act of humility and for this act they deserve 
the gratitude of all people throughout the world who value the dignity of the 
human soul. Their statement follows: 


We free church ministers must speak plainly about the cowardly propa- 
ganda of anti-Semitism. 


Jesus was not murdered by the Jewish people, who followed him in their 
multitudes and “heard him gladly’, but by their enemies, the Quislings of that 
day hiding behind a synthetic “Jewish Front” mob, just as today his spirit is 
being murdered over again all over the Western World by similar betrayers 
using synthetic “Christian Front” mobs. 

In the present world crisis modern Jewry suffers in the persons of its 
innocent children the fist and hardest blows of tyranny. The very cross on 
which Jesus died for the people is today becoming a bludgeon in the hands of 
those who would cheat the people of his gift to them of a creative share in 
the world’s building. 

Whatever deflects from our own consciences the penetrating glance of God 
by making a scape-goat of the Jews or any other race, must be stricken from 
our teaching and from our texts. 

Therefore, we support the work of the Textbook Commission of THE 
PROTESTANT 7” its efforts to obtain the removal of discriminatory passages from 
textbooks and both in conjunction with its work and individually we pledge to 
do all in our power to effect such removal and to undo through our preaching 
and teaching the ill effects of previous false teaching. 


Some may say that this statement draws a long bow when it uses the term 
Quislings to describe the Jewish enemies of the Jewish people at the time of 
Jesus. A little thought however will, we believe, convince most fair-minded 
critics that the analogy is not at all far-fetched. It is true that Jesus sorrowed 
over the fate of his people, but that is true of every prophet of every people. 
But to use that sorrow as the basis for a smug, cold hostile attitude toward the 
fate of the Jews, an attitude which has characterized Christendom down through 
the centuries, is blasphemous and demonic. 


It took Christian courage to sign this confession—for confession it is of a 
two thousand-year-old sin, the sin of a spiritual pride which permitted religious 
controversy to turn into a political murder, the sin of a cruel complacency 
which has literally mid-wifed the passionate racism of the Nazis. Mercy, the 
essence of Christ speaks here. Christianity springs up alive in this pledge. 
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MONTHLY PROTESTANT 


With the next issue we shall resume monthly publication. Two years ago 
we were compelled to convert The Protestant (Digest) from a monthly into a 
bi-monthly magazine. That curtailment had become necessary because of the 
concerted onslaught against us, by Clerical-Fascist, anti-Semitic and appeasing — 
groups that were covertly but systematically undermining our existence. We 
retreated temporarily into the bi-monthly field, with our editorial program and 
principles intact and, if anything, vindicated. These last two years have been a 
period of hard struggle during which we have made additional powerful 
enemies but also have acquired many fearless comrades-in-arms. We emerge 
from this fight stronger and as firm as ever in our determination to take up the 
challenge of the undemocratic forces that still attempt to muzzle us. Thanks to 
devoted friends and to the rapidly increasing circle of our readers and sup- 
porters we are winning the battle. A monthly Protestant means the doubling 
of our fighting strength and the opening of new fronts of operation. 


| 


| 
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THE ARAB SCARECROW 
By PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


—Britain sets up some straw men. 


ITH THE defeat of the German 

and Italian armies in the Near 
and Middle East an accomplished fact, 
and with the elimination under way 
from that part of the world of France, 
her last imperialist rival, by the mili- 
tary occupation of Syria, Great Britain 
is now preparing to turn the Arabian 
Peninsula and the African Continent 
into an exclusive sphere of interests. 
She does this for the reason that after 
the war the British Empire will, of a 
necessity, have to shorten its lines. It 
cannot, under present circumstances, 
hope to compete successfully with the 
United States and its stupendous and 
unrivalled industrial apparatus. The 
South American market will fall to 
the USA. China, too, in all likelihood, 
will be lost. America, which must do 
the lion’s share in the fighting to re- 
cover Asia from the Japanese usurper, 
is not going to come empty-handed 
out of the armed struggle in the 
Pacific. Britain will, therefore, have to 
concentrate on the exploitation of the 
raw materials and the markets of 
Africa where she now holds sway un- 
disputed and unchallenged from the 
Cape to Cairo, and where empire upon 
empire: Egypt, the Sudan, Kenya, Tan- 
ganyka, Uganda, Eritrea, Ethiopia, 
Somaliland, Rhodesia, Madagascar, 
Bechuanaland and the vast, virtually 
untapped resources of the Union of 
South Africa await the work of man. 
If it is taken into account that there 
is probably to be added to this the 


African territories of a France ruled by 
a government headed by M. Giraud or 
another agent, or agents, of French big 
business, which is intended to be a 
mere adjunct of British imperialism in 
the post-war era, Britain’s position in 
the Dark Continent will be immensely 
strengthened and be unmatched by 
that of any other Power. 


In order to secure complete freedom 
of movement in Africa, the British 
Government is now trying to clear up 
the political situation in the Arabian 
world because of the Arabian coun- 
tries’ proximity to the Suez Canal, the 
Red Sea and the Southern Mediter- 
ranean which are the main arteries 
and stepping stones of empire to the 
antipodean dominions and to India 
where the wealth and power of the 
British world system are still located. 


Now, it so happens that the execu- 
tive branch of British imperialism, i.e., 
the Colonial Office looks upon Pal- 
estine and the building of the Jewish 
National Home in that country as an 
obstacle to the maintenance of peace 
and tranquillity in the Near East. Not, 
to be sure, because of some ineradi- 
cable Judeo-Arabic incompatibility or 
other—this is merely an excuse. All 
differences between Jews and Arabs in 
the Holy Land could be straightened 
out in a day with a minimal display of 
good will on the part of the Colonial 
Office—but because the Jews with 
their modern methods of industry, 
their raising of the cultural level of 
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the inhabitants and improving their 
material status set an extremely bad 
example not only to Arabs, but also to 
Persians, Indians, and all Africans and 
Asiatics now directly or indirectly 
under foreign imperialist tutelage. 

The peace and tranquillity British 
imperialism wants in the Near East is 
peace and tranquillity on the model of 
India. The ideal situation in the Near 
East from an imperialist point of view 
is a semi-feudal, predominantly agri- 
cultural state of affairs administered 
by a native class of landowners who, 
like the Maharajahs of India, would 
keep the peoples in poverty, in a pur- 
posely depressed economy, at a low 
cultural level, so that they can be used 
as a vast inert mass to be swayed now 
this way, then that, but always in the 
interests, exclusively, of the dominat- 
ing imperialist Power. 

The things on which the Jews pride 
themselves most, to wit: the introduc- 
tion of modern industrial civilization 
in the Near East, building the bridge 
between Occident and Orient, setting 
the Arabs by their example on the road 
to social emancipation, turning Pal- 
estine into an advanced industrial area 
and by that accomplishment making a 
most significant contribution to the 
war against the Axis, are precisely the 
sources of the Colonial Office’s oppo- 
sition to their endeavor. The peoples 
of Asia, and the Jews are a people in 
Asia, must not be able to liberate 
themselves, go their own way freely 
and independently. China must not be 
helped to fight off the aggressor. Her 
offer to assist in the reconquest of 
Burma must be turned down, because 
China must be freed by the United 
Nations. China must be after the war 
what she was before: a semi-colonial 
area to be exploited by the Western 
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imperialisms. It is the same with India 
and Palestine. The United Nations, as 
Mr. Frank Knox said, are fighting to 
re-establish the status quo in Asia. 
Hence the suppression by violence of 
all “native” movements of independ- 
ence and nationalism. 

The Jews have taken nothing from 
their Arabic fellow-inhabitants in Pal- 
estine, but their poverty and diseases. 
They are teaching them, not by agita- 
tion or propaganda, but by work and 
the creation of political, economic and 
cultural values, that the interests of 
the Jewish worker and the Arab work- 
er are identical and also that these in- 
terests are fundamentally at variance 
and clash directly with those of the 
privileged class of “native” landlords 
and their protector, the imperialist 
colonial power. 

This is the Jewish crime. This is the 
unavowed source and origin of the 
long campaign of obstruction, chican- 
ery, belittlement and curtailment of 
the Zionist effort of reconstruction on 
the part of the Colonial office which is 
to culminate in the strict application 
of the White Paper next spring when 
Jewish immigration into the Holy land 
will come to a complete stop. 

For this reason, for being progres- 
sive, for having developed the country 
industrially to that amazing extent 
which the war revealed, for believing 
in the world of tomorrow and not pur- 
suing the ideal of mediaevalist slave 
drivers, for this reason the building of 
Jewish Palestine must now be brought 
to a standstill. For the industrial pro- 
gram an agricultural scheme of re- 
forestation is to be substituted. Jewish 
Palestine must die. 

To this end the Colonial Office is 
mobilizing world opinion. Not frank- 
ly and candidly, of course! That would 
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be too crude and cynical—for there 
exist, after all, solemn international 
pledges to the Jewish people—but by 
intrigue, by injecting false issues into 
the debate, as for instance that charge 
of Judeo-Arabic incompatibility, and 
in many other ways. 

Lest the Palestinian Arabs, who 
have drawn such enormous benefits 
from Jewish colonization and exploita- 
tion of the country that today they 
stand shoulder-high above the Arabs 
of all other countries, lest the Pales- 
tinian Arabs do not join wholehearted- 
ly in the barring of Jews, lest they 
raise objections and refuse to follow 
along the lines laid down by the 
Colonial Office and by their own land- 
lord class, the British administration is 
now turning the whole Mandate up- 
side down, as Dr. Rappard, the Swiss 
member of the Permanent Mandates 
Commission observed. 

Instead of consulting the Permanent 
Mandates Commission of the League 
of Nations, which is the internation- 
ally recognized body to dispose of the 
status of Palestine, without consulting 
any of the fifty-two sovereign States 
which ratified Britain’s mandate over 
Palestine on the condition that she in- 
stitute conditions in the country that 
will lend to the establishment of a 
Jewish National Home, the British 
Government, illegally, calls in foreign 
Arab princes to decide on the future 
of the Holy Land. These men have as 
much right to interfere in Palestine af- 
fairs as they have a say as to what is to 
happen in Siam or Ireland. Nor are 
they independent statesmen as the 
world is led to believe. Nuri Pasha, 
Prime Minister of Irak, is as much the 
creature of the British Colonial Office 
as Mussert, Quisling and Laval are 
Hitler’s Gauleiters. And the same ap- 
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plies to the Prime Minister of Egypt, 
to the Emir of Transjordan and to Ibn 
Saoud. These men do what they are 
told. They are marionettes that dance 
to the tune played in the British 
Agency in Cairo. 

These men have today voiced their 
opposition to the further extension of 
the Jewish National Home in Pales- 
tine. In return for their support of the 
plans of the Colonial Office to switch 
Palestine’s economy from industry to 
agriculture, to curtail Jewish immigra- 
tion drastically, to keep the Jews a per- 
manent minority in Palestine and make 
the creation of an independent Jewish 
State impossible, the foreign Arab 
princes and feudal chiefs are promised 
a new political structure, an Arab con- 
federacy, under the aegis of Britain of 
course, which will include the Holy 
Land. 

Slowly, but systematically a web is 
being woven around the Jewish peo- 
ple. Britain is not waiting for any 
peace conference or new conference on 
refugees to decide what is to become 
of the martyred and terrorized Jewish 
masses in Europe who will have no 
other place to go after the war but that 
land of Palestine. Their road of es- 
cape from the Nazi inferno is being 
cut off now by the institution of a new 
order in Palestine in the midst of war. 
This new order stands in the token of 
the White Paper. It is being intro- 
duced arbitrarily by Great Britain 
without consulting the Jewish people 
or the internationally sanctioned agen- 
cies charged with the supervision of 
mandated territories. 

Avowed Arab terrorists are being 
brought back to Palestine. The ban 
on discussion of the White Paper, a 
war time measure designed to preclude 
the injection of controversial issues in 
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the war effort, is lifted. A mock trial 
is set on foot of two arms-smugglers 
and an attempt is made by the prose- 
cution to link these men with the Jew- 
ish Agency, the governing body of the 
Jewish national and international re- 
construction effort. 

Newspaper correspondents, political 
and diplomatic observers in the Near 
East who had not a word to say about 
the amazing performance of Jewish 
Palestine in the war, suddenly find 
their tongues back. The American 
ptess is flooded with dispatches, ar- 
ticles, editorials and warnings that the 
Jews are secretly arming in Palestine. 
One newspaper, the New York Times, 
goes so far as to print a dispatch from 
its correspondent in the Near East, 
suggesting that Jews enlisted so en- 
thusiastically in the British army mere- 
ly in order to familiarize themselves 
with the manipulation of modern arms 
and battle tactics, and thus makes of 
the Jewish fight against their butcher 
Hitler a vile piece of intrigue. The 
same paper which could not find space 
for one word on the fighting qualities 
of the Palestinian Jews and the coun- 
try’s marvelous industrial development 
which played a significant part in the 
Allied war effort, devotes columns to 
that trial wherein the British prose- 
cutor seeks to present the Jews of Pal- 
estine—(“‘it ought to be broadcast to 
all the world’, he exclaimed)—as 
racketeers and smugglers and the 
Agency as some secret sinister cabal of 
the “Elders of Zion”. For every Jew 
caught in gun traffic there were scores 
of Arabs. No mention was made of 
their cases. For the trial of the two 
Jews the Palestine Administration con- 
voked, drummed up and brought to 
Jerusalem every correspondent it could 
locate in the Near East. 
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It is all preparation for the day 
when Britain intends to enforce the 
White Paper and bring to a halt the 
building of the Jewish National 
Home. On that day the Jews of the 
world must be confronted with accom- 
plished facts, with an ineluctible situ- 
ation in which they stand branded be- 
fore the world as trouble makers, “the 
poor Arabs” appear as the innocent 
sufferers, and the Colonial Office 
stands forth as the embarrassed but 
well-intentioned big brother who wants 
to do what is right and bring peace 
and tranquillity to the Near East. 

The intensified campaign to deprive 
the Jewish people of their birthright 
began with Irak’s declaration of war 
on the Axis. A namesake of the Irak 
Premier in the Legation in Washing- 
ton informed the American press that 
“the real motive’ behind Irak’s entry 
into the war was not, as Americans 
might be led to think, the defeat of the 
Axis, but rather “‘to secure a seat at the 
United Nations’ peace conference 
when the war is won.” There, it was 
said, “the Irak Government will have 
an opportunity to present its problems 
and grievances and demand a hearing 
for their side of the question.” 

And what question was that? What 
difficulty was still barring the way to 
fulfilment with these traditionally in- 
curious sons of Ishmael who but yes- 
terday, so to speak, finished a term of 
five hundred years under the Turkish 
harrow? What was the problem up- 
permost in their minds? Was it the 
old dispute over the grazing rights of 
the Bedawi on the Nejd border? Or 
the extreme poverty of the urban pro- 
letariat in Bagdad and Basra, the dis- 
ease and squalor rampant in the for- 
mer Garden of Eden, or the almost 
universal illiteracy of Irak’s inhabi- 
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tants or the fantastic underpopulation 
of Irak which bars all progress? Were 
these some of the vexations preying on 
their strange and dark imagination? 

Ah no! Nothing as trivial as all 
that! The Irak Government’s chief 
concern, according to the spokesman 
of its Washington Legation, is some- 
thing that does not touch any living 
Iraqi tribesman in the remotest way. 

The Irak Government wants to have 
a say at the peace conference in the 
affairs of . . . Palestine, a country that 
does not threaten anybody in the 
world, where every man cultivates his 
own garden and, incidentally, does a 
lot more useful work in the Allied 
cause than staging revolts and from 
which Irak is separated by the im- 
mense, unchartered Syrian desert and 
does not have one border or railway 
line in common. 

The Iraqi have their eyes on the 
Holy Land. It is “the Jewish issue of 
the Palestine homeland,” it was said, 
that ‘“‘rankles in the heart of all 
Arabs.” There you had “the cause of 
their (the Iraqi’s) deep-rooted resent- 
ment against British diplomacy.” 

Do they have something there, Nuri 
Pasha and his backers, the gentlemen 
of the British Agency in Cairo? It cer- 
tainly helped Hitler immensely when 
he began to shout about Dre Juden. It 
lifted him to power. To him the Jew- 
ish issue was the first and main step- 
pingstone to Weltmacht. If the 
Fuehrer could whip a nation of Den- 
ker und Dichter, thinkers and poets 
into paroxysms of frenzy with the Jew- 
ish question, can the same not be done 
in the backward bailiwick of Irak? Let 
us see. 

The real problem that faced Feisal 
and all the successive administrations 
Irak has had since the country was torn 
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loose from the Turkish Empire was to 
whip the million or so peasants, no- 
mads and camelbreeders who inhabit 
and roam in the former Mesopo- 
tamian vilayets into some semblance 
of nationhood, to provide these eter- 
nally wandering and raiding tribesmen 
with some inspiring banner or mission 
around which to rally. Their poverty 
was immense. They could not act 
otherwise than they did: forever break 
out of the barriers imposed upon them. 
They had to go raiding: hunger and 
destitution drove them. But was there 
not one single great enough aspiration 
to bind them and hold them together, 
to set them to work, and to keep them 
occupied with one collective task, the 
execution of which or the mere desire 
to execute which would in the course 
of time engender in them a sentiment 
of common destiny, instead of keeping 
them at daggers’ points amongst them- 
selves and with all their neighbors, 
Arabs like themselves ? 

This was the all-overshadowing 
problem that confronted Feisal. The 
Iraqi leaders must often have des- 
paired of producing this miracle. I 
know Feisal did, for he told me so in 
Geneva, on that trip which ended in 
his untimely death. And if Feisal was 
in a quandary, how much more must 
men of lesser genius and organiza- 
tional ability have looked upon the 
dream of creating a national conscious- 
ness out of the desert’s sterile heat. 

Everything was tried, one might say, 
in the course of the quarter century 
that has elapsed since the Ottoman 
Turk went home to Anatolia, every 
expedient to weld the tribesmen into 
some cohesive shape of nationality. 
Most often the promise of loot and 
plunder was held out as the strongest 
inducement to prick and elevate the 
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sleeping national faith. Several times 
the Bedawi were roused to a Jehad 
(holy war) against the British, the 
hate of the stranger in our midst hav- 
ing at all times been the most obvious 
and useful instrument to rouse the 
ptimitive chauvinist spirit. But the 
British struck back and they struck 
back hard. Then came the Assyrian 
massacre in 1933 and the flame of 
Iraqi national passion flared high for 
one ghastly moment only to peter out 
when nearly all the Assyrians had been 
killed and only the Mar Shimum and 
his chapter had been rescued by the 
British troops from the pursuing war- 
riors. Once more the Iraqi tried it 
under their leader Raschid el Gailiani 
Bey in 1941, the spiritual head of the 
Assyrian Church, one of the oldest 
branches of the Church Universal. 
Then they were smashed into impo- 
tence and their chief fled to his pay- 
master Adolf Hitler, who lodged him 
with significant irony, in a house that 
formerly belonged to the Jewish states- 
man, Walter Rathenau. 

“Arabs,” said Lawrence, ‘can be 
swung on an idea as on a cord, but 
they escape the bond when success has 
come, and with it responsibility, duty 
and engagements. When the idea is 
gone—the work ends in ruins.” No 
idea to kindle the national conscious- 
ness was produced in the Arabic world 
that the waves of time did not quickly 
wash away. 

Until there appeared on the scene 
this man Nuri Pasha, the new Pre- 
mier of Irak, who is the appointee of 
the British Colonial Office. He is not 
a novice in international Arab affairs. 
He appeared on the scene in the days 
when Col. T. E. Lawrence preached 
his revolt in the desert and belongs to 
that school of British colonial admin- 
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istrators which has always stood hos- 
tile towards the transformation of Pal- 
estine into a National Home for the 
Jewish people and to the influence of 
France in Syria. 

The Iraqi statesman’s first action in 
the international realm after Irak’s 
declaration of war was to refuse tran- 
sit visas to a thousand Jewish orphans 
on their way from Poland to Palestine. 
He, the Prime Minister of a country 
that just had been beaten in line re- 
fused to let those children pass 
through Irak territory, even by night 
and in covered trucks or in airplanes. 
“They shall not pass!” exclaimed the 
new champion of the Four Freedoms 
as if he were facing fearful odds at 
Verdun or Stalingrad. Wasn’t that a 
splendid way to begin Irak’s collabo- 
ration in the triumph of democracy? 

While it is evident that Nuri Pasha 
thinks he has found the nostrum to 
cure Irak’s ills, the cord-idea on which 
to swing his Iraqi Arabs, it may be 
apropos to ask if the civilized world 
is aware that Irak’s march to ‘“‘a place 
in the sun” leads over the backs of the 
Jewish people, who have been our al- 
lies from the very first hour in our bat- 
tle against the Axis and our collabo- 
rators in every country in which they 
dwell in every forward-looking cause? 

And this leads me to ask another 
question: why do the United Nations, 
after winning a victory over Irak per- 
mit the Prime Minister to use his coun- 
try’s defeat as an instrument to extort 
from us a benevolent attitude towards 
the basic tenets of the Nazi philosophy 
which he brazenly announces as the 
foundation of his country’s future pol- 
icy? Why did the British army and 
the Palestinian Jews fight in. the first 
place? Do we not care for the peace 
so long as we win the battles? Is it 
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for the defense of the principles of half-empty Arab empires stretching 
human dignity and national freedom, from the Straits of Gibraltar to Ham- 
also for the Jewish people, that the adraut and the Persian border are to 
world goes through this agony, or is be furnished by Irak with one, com- 
all well the moment the oilpipes are mon, coordinating policy: wresting 
reasonably safe? from the hands of the Jewish people 
Irak, the Washington Legation an- the pitifully, insignificant strip of 
nounced, has entered on “the path of coastline on the Mediterranean, the 
progressive regeneration” and is ready ame of which is not even mentioned 
to take up “the role of leader in the 0m the average map and which they 
emancipation of the Arabs from the Call their National Home by permis- 
yoke of foreign domination.” Irak the sion of fifty-three sovereign nations, 
leader in a Pan-Arab movement! But including the United States of Amer- 
what do they think of that at the court ca. The people who have seen a hun- 
of Mecca, in the universities of Egypt dred Lidices and who have experienced 
and Syria and in the souhks of Meknes the horrors of a thousand Rotterdams, 
and Fez? I saw King Ibn Saoud spit who suffered more casualties in the 
in contempt when the word Irak was Wat than all the members of the Brit- 
mentioned in his presence. In Morocco sh Empire put together, are to be de- 
the learned ulemas had never heard of Prtived of their last hope by the pro- 
the Northern Kingdom's name. Feisal Ptietors of hundreds of thousands of 
I, the first King of Irak, never de- square miles of the most fertile land 
parted from his declaration of wel- 0m earth? 
come to the Jews in the Near East Have the functionaries of the Brit- 
under Zionist aegis. In Egypt the pro- ish Colonial Office in the Near East at 
fessors of Koranic law at the Alhazar last found in Nuri Pasha of Iraq the 
University laughed at the idea of Pan- whipping boy to destroy in Palestine 
Arabism and proclaimed themselves by violence what could not be stayed 
Egyptians first, last and all the time. by a policy of niggling dishonesties 
How then is the idea of a Pan-Arab and provocative inconsistencies and 
federation to be translated into action What Jan Christian Smuts called the 
from being an illusory phantasy haunt- most worthwhile thing to have come 
ing the fever-wasted brains of ahand- out of the First World War: the Jew- 
ful of effendis who got a smattering of 18h National Home? 


Western culture in European schools? {Next issue: The Conspiracy 
Again the answer is: the Jews! Ten, Against Palestine. } 
* % * 


Morality has as its basis an underived commntitment to certain guiding prin- 
ciples and purposes. Thus the basis of choice is not irrational in the sense of 
being contrary to reason, but it is non-rational in that the direction taken by 
choice is determined by the evidence or principles that can be applied. Ac- 
cordingly, the decisive quality of a personality is its commitment, for the basic 
commitment determines the self and its interests, instead of being determined 
by them. 

JAMEs LUTHER ADAMS 


CHIANG CHRISTIANS AND COMMUNISTS 


By EDWARD DREW GOURLEY 


—Mao Tse-Tung lives very closely the life of One he does not “know” 
and Chiang professes allegiance to One he does not emulate. 
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lee chose a very opportune mo- 
ment to attack China; when the lat- 
ter’s two major political factions were 
busily engaged in civil war. But it is 
an ill wind that blows no good, for it 
was only through this aggression from 
without, that consolidation within be- 
came possible. 

The present precarious unity which 
now exists between the Koumintang 
and Communist parties appears to be 
but a temporary expedient in the in- 
terest of national security; but the 
common struggle of a united China 
against a common foe may do more 
than is presently perceived, to join the 
peoples in a bond of lasting friendship 
and cooperation. 

There is no doubt that the fragile 
political and economic structure which 
existed prior to the truce, had to 
be radically modified and further 
strengthened, if Free China could ex- 
pect to exist as a strong, progressive 
nation and while much has been done 
toward this end, much more work is 
necessary before her armies can de- 
velop that maximum of efficiency 
necessary for victory. 

Shortly after Japan launched her at- 
tack in July 1937, much pressure was 
brought to bear on the Koumintang’s 
complete monopoly of political power, 
and there grew up a wide-spread de- 
mand for a united front, and for the 
abandonment of the Koumintang’s 
vacillating policy toward Japan. I 
shall not go into the familiar kidnap- 
ping of Chiang, which the Madame 
later called “a blessing in disguise,” 


but shall only say in passing that the 
“Sian incident” was without doubt, 
the dominant factor in the develop- 
ment of national solidarity. But 
beyond this “blessing” there appeared 
the popular demand for further 
strengthening ties; and as a result 
many organizations were started, by 
the Jeaders of the “lesser parties,” 
with this end in mind, and their efforts 
finally culminated in the formation of 
a “Federation of Democratic Parties.” 
Besides the Koumintang, (which de- 
manded and received the retention of 
power) and the Communist Party; 
here is a list of the most important 
“lesser parties” and groups involved: 

(1) The Young China Party—con- 
sisting mostly of intellectuals, officials 
and military officers who looked upon 
the Koumintang as a group of radicals. 

(2) The Third Party—originally 
known as the Koumintang Committee 
of Action, and the first faction to re- 
spond to Communist appeals in 1935, 
for a united front against Japan. 


(3) The National Socialist Party— 
another group with a program more 
conservative than the Koumintang. 


(4) The Rural Reconstructionists 
—who believe that the educational ad- 
ministration of the village is the start- 
ing point for national reform. They 
are not strictly a political party but 
have played an important role in cre- 
ating confidence in resistance to Japan. 

(5) The Vocational Education 
Group—which consists of the person- 
nel of a network of vocational schools 
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(mostly in Kiangsu) financed by re- 
actionary bankers and industrialists. 

At an emergency session of the 
Koumintang Party Congress at Han- 
kow on March 29th, 1938, a program 
was adopted which formed the basis 
for a genuine United Front. Dr. Sun 
Yat Sen’s revolutionary principles 
were declared the supreme authority 
regulating all wartime activities, and 
all wartime powers were placed under 
the control of Generalissimo Chiang 
Kai-Shek. Under the section on Eco- 
nomics, I have selected a few of the 
most interesting articles from this Pro- 
gram of National Assistance and Re- 
construction: “—a planned economy 
shall be put into operation—the en- 
couragement of cooperative enter- 
prises—the banking business shall be 
strictly controlled—no profiteering or 
cornering shall be allowed—a system 
of price fixing shall be instituted— 
From each according to his ability— 
The rich shall contribute in money and 
the able bodied shall sweat.” There 
are other equally interesting and amus- 
ing points in this proclamation which 
I shall not tarry to include here, but 
it should be particularly noted how 
many of the ones I have selected show 
a definite socialistic tendency; a tend- 
ency which is common in other cap- 
italist nations, including our own, to 
promote an efficient administration of 
the war program. But the important 
and unfortunate thing about these 
pledges is, that as yet, they have not 
been fulfilled. 

Of course any kind of a unity was 
better than the hostile relations which 
had existed between the Koumintang 
and the Communists, and it is fair to 
presume that China has done well in 
subduing some of the more reaction- 
ary machinations of its present govern- 
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ment. It will be remembered that 
France with many similar internal dif- 
ficulties was unable to patch them up 
in time to stave off defeat. But China 
has geography and the Red Army on 
her side and France could not boast 
these advantages. 

The economic blockade, set up by 
the Central Government against the 
guerrilla fighters in the Northwest still 
reflects the stubborn policies of the 
Generalissimo. This foolhardy stand 
coupled with inadequate industrial 
output and transport facilities, which 
have curtailed supplies and brought 
on an inflationary price structure, do 
not exactly predict a quick and easy 
victory for China. 

In the bulletin of the Foreign Policy 
Association for June 4, 1943, L. K. 
Rosinger, writing on the crisis China 
is facing today, warns “Now inflation 
has reached a point at which it is not 
unusual for commodity prices to be 60 
to 70 times the pre-war levels of 1937. 
In some places rice is reported to have 
risen more than a hundred-fold in the 
past six years, and it is said that, be- 
cause of the scarcity of cotton, only the 
very wealthy can afford to buy 
clothes.”” He also makes the disclosure 
that “Tokyo has recently concealed its 
iron fist with a velvet glove” in alter- 
ing the Japanese policy toward the 
puppet government of Wang Ching- 
wei at Nanking. Tojo, no doubt be- 
lieves that the “relinquishment’’ of 
Tokyo’s concessions and extra-terri- 
torial rights to the puppet government 
may have some deteriorating effect on 
morale in Chungking. If the Koumin- 
tang continues to swing further to the 
right, Japan’s policy of liberal pre- 
tenses may have serious consequences. 

On top of this, as in other capitalist 
nations, uncontrolled hoarding, specu- 
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lation, and black markets are playing 
their destructive parts. Malnutrition 
and disease cause more losses in the 
Central Government Army than actual 
military operations. This may explain 
in part the concentration of Japanese 
forces in Northwest China against the 
Eighth Route Army of the Commnu- 
nists, which from reliable reports is 
fighting three times as many battles as 
the Central Government troops. The 
limited military supplies which reach 
China from the outside, via the air, go 
te the Central Government at Chung- 
king and because of the internal block- 
ade, the Eighth Route Army, to a great 
extent, has had to depend, for military 
supplies, on what it could capture 
from the Japanese. The strength of 
the Red Army reflects the economic 
program which keeps it supplied with 
food and clothing. Hoarding and 
speculation have been eliminated in 
sections under Communistic control 
and therefore inflation is less acute. 
Cooperation between peasants and 
fighters is more closely knit, and the 
food problem is handled so much more 
efficiently, than in those areas where 
irresponsible landlords and merchants 
still put profits above human needs 
and national security. 

It is unfortunate that the blockade 
which exists between the contending 
forces cannot be lifted, so that they 
could cooperate effectively under some 
central command. The only underly- 
ing reason I can see for such a condi- 
tion existing, is the old conservative 
fear of the growing democratic proc- 
ess. We have a similar faction in our 
own midst who mix quite evenly their 
praises of the Red Army and a grow- 
ing fear of a strong Russia emerging 
from the war. 

In Chiang’s new book China’s Des- 
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tiny he writes: ‘“The destiny of China 
rests upon the shoulders of our people 
and it is to be decided today, when the 
war is going on. There is no time for 
indecision and vacillation, much less 
for the blind following of, and de- 
pendence on others—In the past 
China’s destiny depended on diplo- 
macy. In the future, China’s destiny 
will depend on internal administra- 
tion; that is to say, it will be decided 
by the people themselves. If our in- 
ternal administration could be unified, 
our national strength consolidated, and 
in addition, if our people would strug- 
gle like one man with all their might, 
then the destiny of China would be 
that of independence and freedom.” 

This is fine talk, but the speaker is 
as guilty of indecision, vacillation, 
stubborn blindness, promoting disunity 
and undemocratic practices as anyone 
who might happen to read his book. 
Does it sound sincere coming from a 
leader who shackled all opposition, in 
his attempt to monopolize political 
power in the hands of a reactionary 
minority? Does it ring true, coming 
from a man who had to be kidnapped 
before he could be convinced that he 
was the main obstacle in the path of 
unity; and that the wholesale murder 
of China’s masses would have to be 
stopped before any vigorous resistance 
to Japan could be commenced? Or 
does it sound consistent, coming from 
one, who has failed, so far, to wipe 
out the vicious economic abuses, which 
threaten China’s vitality, so that the 
entire resources of the nation can be 
effectively mobilized? Chiang may be 
a likeable chap, and possess many ad- 
mirable qualities, but his deeds so far 
do not reflect the high ideals he so 
fluently puts into words. I am te- 
minded, when I dwell on China’s 
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leader, of what Lincoln Steffens said 
of Herbert Hoover, and that is: “He 
has no democracy in him, none, neither 
political or economic. He has shown 
no sense of the perception that privi- 
leges are a cause of our social trouble.” 

But regardless of the deficiencies in 
Chiang’s conception of democracy, 
which are conspicuously reflected in 
the present difficulties of the central 
army, we are as duty bound to aid our 
Chinese allies in the oriental theatre 
of war as we are to help Britain and 
Russia on the European fronts. It 
nevertheless seems a matter of justice 
and political integrity on Chiang’s 
part that the war material delivered 
to Chungking should be impartially 
distributed to all our Chinese brothers 
who are fighting the common enemy. 

I have gone through many of the 
speeches and articles, written by 
China’s First Lady and also had the 
pleasure of hearing her on the radio. 
I recognize her many demonstrations 
of compassion and assistance for her 
suffering countrymen. I admire her in- 
dependent spirit and fortitude and 
sense her charm and intellect, but I 
have long since become immune to 
polished platitudes, no matter how 
skilfully they are delivered. For in- 
stance, the Madame says ‘We are de- 
termined that there shall be no more 
exploitation of China—we are equally 
determined that within our country 
there be no exploitation of any section 
of society, by any other section or even 
by the state itself.” It must be remem- 
bered here that it was that section of 
society of which she is a member, and 
the section which her husband repre- 
sents, whose exploitation of “another 
section” became so unbearable that it 
was forced to flee his sphere of in- 
fluence, in search of freedom and hap- 
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piness in the western hills. It was also 
her husband who sent out six consecu- 
tive military campaigns of annihila- 
tion against these determined refugees. 
When the Madame says “The posses- 
sion of wealth does not confer upon 
the wealthy the right to unfair advan- 
tage of the less fortunate” is she not 
indulging in a generality of academic 
ethics? Of course the wealthy haven’t 
the right to take unfair advantage, but 
does she not know that this injustice 
is inextricably linked to the economic 
system she upholds? 

Edgar Snow has observed in his Red 
Star Over China, that ‘‘for hundreds 
of years the literate men of China have 
striven to rise above the people, win 
access to the little bureaucracy which 
from a distant height ruled the masses 
—by closely guarding its hieroglyphics 
and its knowledge, and using these as 
weapons with which to control the 
darkness of the countryside but never 
to enlighten it. But the new gestation 
produced a phenomenon—a child who 
wanted to share its knowledge with 
the dark masses, and even idealize 
them.—What this ‘communism’ has 
amounted to in a way is that, for the 
first time in history, thousands of edu- 
cated youths, stirred to great dreams 
themselves by a universe of scientific 
knowledge, to which they have sud- 
denly been given access, have returned 
to the people; turned back to the deep 
soil base of their country, to ‘reveal’ 
some of their new-won learning to the 
intellectually sterile countryside, the 
dark-living peasantry, and have sought 
to enlist its alliance in building this 
more abundant life. Fired by the be- 
lief that a better world can be made, 
and only they can make it, they have 
carried their formula—the ideal of the 
commune—back to the people for 
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sanction and support. And to a start- 
ling degree they have won it. They 
have brought to millions, by propa- 
ganda and by action, a new conception 
of the State, society and the individ- 
ual.” a 

Let us look at some of Edgar Snow’s 
prophetic observations. He seems to 
sense that while there was a crude 
Marxist guidance prevalent amongst 
the Chinese Soviets, their Communism 
“might more accurately be called rural 
equalitarianism than anything Marx 
would have found agreeable as a 
model child of his own.” Because the 
Soviets were forced to fight for their 
very existence, it is remarkable what 
advances they have made in social ad- 
justment. Snow says “Among eco- 
nomic reforms which the Reds could 
claim to their credit, these four evi- 
dently counted most to the peasantry: 
redistribution of land (Dr. Sun Yat- 
Sen’s promise: ““Land to those who 
till it”), abolition of usury, abolition 
of tax extortion and elimination of 
privileged groups. The primary pur- 
pose of the Soviet Land Laws was to 
provide for every person sufficient land 
to guarantee him and his family a 
decent livelihood. As an outstanding 
achievement, opium had been com- 
pletely eliminated in North Shensi, of- 
ficial corruption was almost unheard 
of. Beggary and unemployment did 
seem to have been ‘liquidated’. I did 
not see a beggar during all my travels 
in the Red areas. Foot binding and in- 
fanticide were criminal offenses, child 
slavery and prostitution had disap- 
peared, and polyandry and polygamy 
were prohibited.” Illiteracy in some 
sections had fallen from 95% to 20% 
and the progress in enlightenment 
makes the reader feel that old Hsu 
Teh-lih (Commissioner of Education) 
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was making a justifiable supposition 
when he made the remark that, “if 
they were given a few years peace in 
the Northwest they would astound the 
rest of China with the educational 
progress they would make.” 

In industry the bulk of manufac- 
tured products were sold through pro- 
duction cooperatives and according to 
the leader Mao Tse-tung, “in Septem- 
ber 1933, they have 1423 production 
and distribution cooperatives in Kiang- 
si, all owned and run by the people. 
Testimony by League of Nations in- 
vestigators leaves little doubt that the 
Reds were succeeding with this type of 
collective enterprise—even while they 
were still fighting for their existence. 
The Koumintang itself is in fact at- 
tempting to copy the Red System in 
parts of the South, but results thus far 
suggest that it is extremely difficult, 
if not impossible, to operate such co- 
operatives under a strictly laissez-faire 
capitalism.” 

Snow tells of one serious young 
Communist (Chu Tso-chih) he met, 
who had been making $10,000 a 
year as a consulting engineer in South 
China. He “had given it up and left 
his family to come up to these wild 
dark hills of Shensi and offered his 
services to the Reds for nothing. | In- 
credible! The background of this 
phenomenon was to be traced to a be- 
loved grandfather, a famous philan- 
thropist of Ningpo, whose death-bed 
injunction to young Chu had been to 
devote his life to raising the cultural 
standard of the masses; and Chu had 
decided the quickest method was the 
Communist one.” 

All that Snow records with such 
forthright clarity is bound to excite 
one’s admiration, not only for the al- 
most superhuman struggle these peo- 
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ple are making toward a workable 
society, but also for his fine piece of 
reporting. “Well,” he says, “it is all 
hard for any old China hand like my- 
self to believe, and I am still confused 
about its ultimate significance, but I 
cannot deny the evidence I saw.” 

A small booklet entitled Far West 
in China by the missionary Stanton 
Lautenschlager; tells us about Chinese 
Communists, cooperatives, and col- 
leges. I enjoyed this little tract and 
was surprised how much of it corrob- 
orated what I had already read from 
other sources. ‘“‘Many times,” he 
writes, “in the last two years I have 
had a race to reach an empty grave or 
cave, while the enemy planes rolled 
by overhead, dropping bombs. These 
occurrences brought home to me in a 
very practical way that although 
science long ago took us out of the 
caves, gave us fine homes, made ships 
to sail and others to fly above the 
clouds; it also created bombers which 
now drive us back into the caves 
again.” He adds that ‘‘this is what 
happens to a world that has plenty of 
science but too little conscience to di- 
rect it.’ How true this is, but, how 
can science be directed for the ben- 
efit instead of the destruction of man- 
kind, when the accepted rules that mis- 
govern human relations, deter, almost 
to the point of preclusion, any oppor- 
tunity for the development of a social 
conscience that can properly direct 
science ? 

In attending the memorial service at 
Yenan for Dr. Norman Bethune, the 
Canadian, who gave his life in the 
service of the Red Cross with the 
Eighth Route Army, I was interested 
to read that Mr. Lautenschlager had 
been the guest of Gen. Chu Teh, com- 
mander-in-chief of the Red Army. 
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Chu, as you remember, was a former 
Koumintang general on whose head a 
price of $250,000 had once been 
placed. One cannot help but admire 
Chu Teh, after reading Snow’s short 
biography of him. Another “acquaint- 
ance” Mr. Lautenschlager speaks of is 
Chou En-lai, now liaison agent be- 
tween the Eighth Route Army and the 
Central Government. Eve Curie also 
speaks of this “vivacious fellow’ in 
her current book Journey Among War- 
rors where he tells her how the Com- 
munist armies were holding off a third 
of the Japanese forces in China but 
could get few military supplies from 
Chungking. “The Generalissimo,” 
she said, “could not bear the fact that 
the Communists should have, not only 
governments, but armies of their 
own.” I think Chiang, in spite of his 
stubborn reaction, will live to give 
thanks that the Communists possessed 
these requisites for victory. 

I would like to list a few random 
but pertinent remarks made by Mr. 
Lautenschlager that help to confirm 
my opinions and also to strengthen 
one’s hope and faith in Christian- 
Communist rapprochement: ‘‘all were 
dressed in simple garments. There was 
no distinction nor consciousness of 
class—There is no unemployment at 
Yenan—the students are healthy and 
happy—Family life seems natural and 
happy—lI never saw anywhere so many 
happy young mothers and so many 
healthy, fat babies—Christians in 
China and abroad contributed to their 
sanitorium. The students thanked us 
again and again—Like the early Chris- 
tians, the Communist must be pre- 
pared to sacrifice for the cause he has 
undertaken to support—The Secretary 
General of the border government 
[probably Hsu Teh-lih?} a most gra- 
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cious and delightful old Communist, 
when asked why they sometimes op- 
posed Christianity, answered with 
great earnestness ‘Christians and Com- 
munists have not understood each 
other. Christians often supported re- 
actionaries, but we realize the con- 
tribution of the church and appreciate 
the work of the missionaries’—Yenan 
deals with the problem of prostitution 
—when a girl can be a respected mem- 
ber of society and make a good living, 
she is not likely to become a prostitute. 
Yenan has also gone far to solve the 
problems of graft, corruption and dis- 
honesty.—The only foreigner I saw 
at Yenan, a Roman Catholic medical 
man, said to me in answer to my ques- 
tion as to what he thought of the city 
—'I am impressed with the sacrifices 
and sincerity of the officials, and with 
the central honesty of the whole order 
of things. [Hearst and McCormick 
papers please copy.} No official en- 
riches himself. In the hospital the best 
medical care is always given the 
wounded. The officials and students 
take the worst. That is why I stay at 
Yenan.’—I can only report, Mr. Lau- 
tenschlager continues, that the Chinese 
Communists whom I met on this visit 
showed that they wanted Christians to 
be their friends.” 

These are the people, Chiang Kai- 
Shek, China’s ‘“‘Christian’”’ leader, has 
vowed to exterminate with military 
repression and farreaching inquisition, 
and these are the people who were, as 
Edgar Snow puts it, “Suppressed in 
one of the most demoralizing blood- 
baths in history, with the sanctification 
of the foreign powers and the finan- 
cial help of foreign capitalists.” With 
such internal and external contradic- 
tions of Christian ethics, is it any won- 
der that China’s living democracy 
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looks on “Christian” capitalism with 
perplexity and suspicion? 

In Edgar Snow’s latest book The 
Battle for Asia he makes it very clear 
that the missionaries feel pretty bitter 
when they see their converts and stu- 
dents killed by American war materi- 
als. Dr. Lewis Smythe who saw the 
horrors at Nanking and wrote a report 
on the war damage in that area for the 
International Relief Committee, makes 
this startling observation: “We collect 
millions from Japanese aggression and 
then send a few dollars to China to 
patch up some of the mangled bodies. 
We talk of brotherly love and peace 
but the Chinese see Christ as a ‘front’ 
for foreign participation in Japanese 
aggression. How can I answer them?” 
Snow rejoins: “Dr. Smythe—and 
others like him are answering every 
day by their deeds of courage and de- 
votion. The American people can 
thank missionary teachers—for what 
face they have left in China. You can- 
not caricature these modern Christs 
who remain to face alien death with 
their flocks, heal the wounded, and 
help build anew out of the ruins. Some 
may make mistakes, some are over 
zealous, but very few are not better 
men than their critics.” And I cannot 
refrain from adding that most of them 
must see very clearly the obstructions 
capitalist inconsistencies are daily plac- 
ing in the road on which they are at- 
tempting to lead their Chinese broth- 
ers to Christ. 

A statement I read a few years ago 
by Mao Tse-Tung, chairman of. the 
Chinese Soviet Government, aroused 
my curiosity to a further study of Chi- 
nese Communism. It was an answer 
to a question put to him by a London 
Times correspondent, on what he 
thought the new China should be. 
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Mao said “Every man has food to eat 
and clothes to wear. Every man under- 
stands the rights and duties of citizen- 
ship and has a fair chance of education 
and amusement. The marriage customs 
are to be reformed, roads built, indus- 
try developed, a six-hour day estab- 
lished. There is no foreign aggression. 
No man oppresses another. There is 
equality and freedom and universal 
love. Together all build the peace of 
the world.” This doesn’t sound like a 
“bandit” leader, or if put into prac- 
tice, of much detriment to human 
progress. Of Mao, Snow says—‘un- 
deniably you feel a certain force of 
destiny about him. It is not quick and 
flashy, but a kind of solid elemental 
vitality. You feel that whatever ex- 
traordinary there is in this man grows 
out of the uncanny degree to which he 
synthesizes and expresses the urgent 
demands of millions of Chinese, and 
especially the peasants—those impov- 
erished, underfed, exploited, illiterate, 
but kind, generous, courageous, and 
just now rather rebellious human 
beings who are the vast majority of 
the Chinese people—he owned only 
his blankets, including two cotton uni- 
forms—Mao’s food was the same as 
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everybody’s. 


* 
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It is difficult to compare Mao and 
Chiang, principally because they are 
so different, but the thing that seems 
to impress me most in their opposing 
characters is, that Mao lives very close- 
ly the life of One he does not “know” 
and Chiang professes allegiance to 
One he does not emulate. 


How can worshippers of Christ or 
believers in true democracy fail to 
sympathize with the real Chinese Rev- 
olution; refuse to see the cause from 
which it sprang, or ignore the blessing 
it has brought to millions of the hith- 
erto exploited masses? 


“When the Red Star appeared in 
the Northwest, thousands of men 
arose to welcome it as a symbol of 
hope and freedom.” Shall we destroy 
instead of strengthen that hope, just 
because we have failed in our selfish 
allegiances, to demonstrate a more 
righteous conception of our Christian 
responsibilities to others? It is my be- 
lief that if we would but see that star, 
tinted with the blood of a tortured 
humanity, as, inherently, the same 
light that led wise men to a former 
Revelation, we might then begin to 
sense a deserving hope in a millennial 
future. 


* 


“Before passing it on it is worth while to notice how absolute was Christ's 


respect for the freedom of personal choice. He would neither bribe nor coerce 
men to become followers. Judas must be allowed to betray Him if he is so 
determined. Not even to save a man from that will the Lord override his free- 
dom. For on freedom all spiritual life utterly depends. It is astonishing and 
terrifying that the Church has so often failed to understand this. Blindness to 
it is, as some of us think, the conspicuous defect of Rome to this day, leading 
to a never repudiated belief in persecution and to a spontaneous sympathy with 
authoritarian regimes. But to use, in the name of Christ, any other means of 
persuasion than spiritual appeal, and rational coherence is to betray His fwst 
principal of action.” 

ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY 


GERMANY'S BLITZPEACE 
By HEINZ POL 


DON’T think that the rumors of a 

decline in Hitler’s power and the 
inauguration of a triumvirate—com- 
posed of Field Marshal Keitel, Ad- 
miral Doenitz, and Hermann Goering 
—are false. German imperialism has 
not won the war with its Blitzkrieg 
strategy, it is true, but it has conquered 
Europe. The preparations for this 
Blitzkrieg were made in the midst of 
peace. Today, in the midst of a war 
that has become hopeless, German im- 
perialism is designing the blueprints 
for a Blitzpeace, possibly preceded by 
a Blitz collapse. All this must be 
staged with minute care, with greater 
circumspection than in 1918 when the 
situation was much less complex. But 
even in 1918 Ludendorff and the Pan- 
Germans needed half a year to “break 
down,” to put a new regime into 
power and to lay the groundwork for 
rearmament. When that was done they 
went to Compiégne and accepted un- 
conditional surrender. 

In the present phase of develop- 
ments it is not decisive whether Hitler 
receded to the background at his own 
volition or whether an ultimatum 
forced him into it. Perhaps he is suf- 
fering from a prolonged nervous 
breakdown, and the necessary deci- 
sions of recent weeks were made with- 
out consulting him. It would be im- 
portant to know exactly what hap- 
pened, but it is not absolutely neces- 
sary for the evaluation of the situa- 
tion. The facts speak for themselves. 
To mention but two: Swiss and Swe- 
dish travelers who were in Germany 
recently and who are familiar with 
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German conditions report that uneasi- 
ness about Mussolini’s downfall has 
mounted because the Fuehrer shrouded 
himself in complete silence. How 
often had Hitler declared that the 
Duce was not only Germany’s ally and 
brother-in-arms, but also his personal 
friend, the greatest man the century 
had produced—right after Hitler—the 
creator of the dynamic ideology of the 
twentieth century. How had the Duce 
been celebrated when he came to Betr- 
lin, a Berlin transformed into an ocean 
of flags, garlands and cheers at Hit- 
ler’s explicit orders. And now, after 
the downfall of his spiritual kin, no 
word of explanation, only deadly 
silence. Only a Hitler who was either 
ill or not permitted to address the 
people, could have remained silent at 
that moment. 

Even more characteristic was his 
silence when Hamburg was devastated. 
The bombed town on the Elbe caught 
no glimpse of him. The least bit of 
tact, the slightest sense of responsibil- 
ity would have demanded that Hitler 
go to Hamburg to say a few words of 
encouragement to the stricken people, 
as all government heads did on sim- 
ilar occasions. 

Were the authorities afraid that the 
Hamburgers might make an attempt 
on his life? Unlikely, for aside from 
Goebbels, Himmler and other Nazi of- 
ficials, Goering was in Hamburg too. 
And if the Air Marshal, who once as- 
sured the Germans that thanks to his 
efforts no bomb would fall on Ger- 
man soil, could clamber about the 
ruins of Hamburg, which had been 
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carefully blocked off for miles, then 
the same arrangements could have 
been made for Hitler. He either did 
not want to come or was prevented 
from coming. 

To date there is no official confirma- 
tion of the rumor that the Fuehrer is 
indisposed or shelved, and has been 
replaced by a triumvirate; but on the 
basis of whatever news has recently 
leaked out of Germany there can be 
no doubt that Goering’s influence has 
grown of late. This would be but a 
logical development. He has always 
been the second in command, nom- 
inally and factually, and the range of 
power that he already grabbed for 
himself years ago is limitless even for 
Third Reich concepts. 

In a triumvirate with Doenitz and 
Keitel he would play the dominant 
role. Doenitz, who is no Nazi, albeit 
a rabid nationalist and cold-blooded 
dare-devil, represents the Navy; Keitel 
ig an out and out careerist, who, in 
order to climb the rungs of the Nazi 
Hierarchy as high as possible, threw 
himself at Hitler and the Nazi Party 
without giving up contact with the 
conservative elements of the army. He 
is the military chief of the Fuehrer’s 
headquarters. He may have been 
picked because he is at present the 
most convenient intermediary between 
the Army and the Nazi Party. 

Goering is far more than a mere air 
marshal or the Nazi Party’s second in 
command. As things are today, he is 
the man, and the only man at that, 
who is the confidant of an influential 
part of the army and of the decisive 
section of big industry, and who could 
bring these two groups together in a 
joint program of action, who could 
nominally liquidate the Party and pave 
the way for a negotiated peace. The 
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next months will teach us whether he 
succeeds in this task. Many signs in- 
dicate that he has been entrusted with 
it and is willing to carry it out as best 
he can. 

It may sound paradoxical that the 
leading circles in Germany should 
hand over power to a man like Goer- 
ing at a moment when his popularity 
is at such a low among the masses as 
well as among the highest party func- 
tionaries. The millions in the Rhine- 
land, the Ruhr, the North sea coasts 
and other areas exposed to American 
and British bombers day in and day 
out hate the Air Marshal more than 
anyone else. The Essen steelworker 
who recently said that the grateful 
Ruhr should build a statue of Goering 
(and who received the amazingly 
small jail sentence of three years) 
merely gave expression to what every- 
one in Germany is whispering today. 
But the handful of men who guide the 
destinies of the Third Reich and who 
are determined to continue playing a 
part in the Fourth Reich as well, care 
little for public opinion. They don’t 
believe that this war is a people’s war, 
but rather the best people’s war, and 
that those best people alone must 
liquidate the war. The best people, of 
course, are those who have something 
to offer. The more they have to offer 
the better they are. 

In that respect Goering, in spite of 
being most unpopular and unsuccess- 
ful regarding the air war, can offer 
more than any other German at this 
moment. I think that even before the 
Darlan affair German imperialists be- 
lieved in the theory of the best 
people’s war. But the deal with Dar- 
lan undoubtedly strengthened their 
belief that at the decisive moment 
what matters is to liquidate certain 
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matters and to offer more. Nor will it 
have escaped them that many repre- 
sentatives of the best people outside 
of Germany have always nourished the 
belief that Goering is the least radical 
Nazi. From their point of view this 
belief is correct. Goering was afid is 
a fanatic only where his personal ad- 
vantage is at stake. He comes from a 
well-to-do family, moved always in the 
best society, was accepted by the nobil- 
ity with open arms, sought and found 
entrance to exclusive industrialists’ and 
bankers’ clubs, and was welcomed in 
officers’ casinos. He received promi- 
nent foreign visitors with great suavity 
although with the display of a good 
deal of ostentation. On such occasions 
he neither railed against the Jews nor 
did he make long speeches about the 
virtues of Nazism. He became a Na- 
tional Socialist because he yearned for 
power, while all other Nazi leaders 
hold positions of power because they 
had been Nazis. That is why the scope 
of Goering’s power does not merely 
extend to positions inside the party, or 
organizations directly linked with it. 
It reaches into fields exclusively con- 
trolled by capitalist and imperialist in- 
terests. In short: Hermann Goering, 
in his capacity as head of the nom- 
inally state-controlled Goering Works, 
is the most powerful industrialist in 
the Third Reich and _ throughout 
Europe. His combine extends from the 
North Cape down to Saloniki, and 
from Kiev to the rock of Gibraltar, not 
tc mention shares and interests in 
South American firms. Hitler is the 
Fuehrer of the German people; that is 
a title which can be lost overnight as 
evidenced in Italy. Goering, however, 
in addition to his numerous titles, is 
the owner of some hundreds of the 
most vital and biggest factories, coal 
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and iron ore mines all over Europe. 

When the Allies occupied North 
Africa and made a deal with Admiral 
Darlan, many well-informed people in 
this country said that fundamentally 
a policy of expediency was the right 
one to follow, not only in North 
Africa and France, but with respect to 
Germany as well. Arthur Krock of 
the New York Times, who reflects 
State Department views in general and 
those of Secretary of State Hull in par- 
ticular—as everyone knows, the Ger- 
man imperialists included—published 
an item during the Darlan episode 
which he attributed to a Washington 
source. Krock wrote: “If for example 
Goering should offer to come over 
with a few planes, we don’t want him. 
He will cost more than he will bring. 
But, if he can bring the Luftwaffe with 
him, we will receive him.” The Wash- 
ington official who gave Mr. Krock 
this interesting piece of information 
apparently wanted to compare Goer- 
ing with Darlan, implying that Dar- 
lan brought the French Fleet and that 
Goering need do only the same thing 
with his air fleet to receive equal treat- 
ment. Well, the hitch is that Darlan 
did not really bring the Fleet, he mere- 
ly promised it. And as far as the Luft- 
waffe is concerned, its value has con- 
siderably dwindled in the last six 
months. But all that is not the point. 
The point is that obviously some kind 
of deal with Goering is possible, pro- 
vided he has something substantial to 
offer. Well, Goering has more to offer 
than the shattered Luftwaffe. He can 
offer his industrial empire. This em- 
pire of loot and plunder is a motley 
mixture of all kinds of enterprises, but 
it is well organized and of inestimable 
value on any bargain counter. 
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It is worthwhile to give a brief out- 
line of these possessions, although it 
must necessarily be incomplete. The 
beginnings were modest and hardly 
noticed by the public. In the summer 
of 1937 Goering, in his capacity as 
head of the Economic Four Years’ 
Plan, founded a government-controlled 
company, which he called Hermann 
Goering Works and whose task it was 
to reopen certain iron ore mines in 
central Germany that had closed 
down. The industrialists to whom 
these mines belonged were divested 
of their rights with a stroke of the 
pen. Later on Goering compensated 
them well, as he compensated other 
industrialists from whom he seized 
part of their property to round out his 
empire. But he did not work with kid 
gloves and when the owners com- 
plained he laughed and said: “I have 
merely studied how you started. Like 
brothers, like methods.” 

After having usurped the iron ore 
mines it was only a step to setting up 
smelters to process the ore. The Goer- 
ing Works had started out with a cap- 
ital of 5 million marks. In 1938 they 
were already operating with a working 
capital of 400 millions. After that, 
one field after the other was invaded. 
Goering bought coal mines and loco- 
motive works in Berlin and the Rhine- 
land; after the occupation of Austria 
he crossed over to Vienna where he 
first blackmailed Baron Louis Roth- 
schild, until the latter handed over the 
Witkowitz Iron Works, which, by the 
way, are located in Czecho-Slovakia, 
not in Austria. In addition, Goering 
swallowed the Alpine Montan Gesell- 
schaft, the greatest steel and coal con- 
cern in Austria. Simultaneously he es- 
tablished relations with French heavy 
industry—the De Wendel group— 
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with whom he split up the Austrian 
Magnesite Works. Shortly afterward 
the Goering concern began to set up 
big industries of its own, chiefly muni- 
tions works in Linz and Wiener 
Neustadt. 

After the invasion of Czecho-Slo- 
vakia Goering stole the Skoda Works 
and the Bruenn Munitions Works 
which manufacture the famous Bren 
guns. He further absorbed half of the 
Czech Petschek concern which owned 
the huge Czech soft coal mines. In 
Slovakia Goering took over all iron 
ore mines and smelting industries, 
merged them and incorporated them 
into his combine. 

After the conquest of Poland Goer- 
ing seized all the Polish Government 
coal mines in Upper Silesia and made 
himself trustee of former French, Eng- 
lish, American and other industrial 
property in Poland. 

After the conquest of France half 
of the French iron ore mines in Alsace, 
Lorraine and Northern France were 
incorporated into the Goering Works. 
In Paris they took over the Hotchkiss 
Works which produced tanks and cars. 
The banking system of France became 
the next victim: The bank of the Ger- 
man Luftfahrt in Berlin, which be- 
longs to Goering, founded a branch in 
Paris called Aero Bank, with an in- 
itial capital of 200 million francs, and 
began systematically to finance French 
industries until they were ripe to be 
plucked by the Goering concern. In 
addition, the Aero Bank financed the 
establishment of the greatest French 
magnesium plant in the Pyrenees and 
finally controlled the entire French 
radio industry. 

In Norway the Goering Works took 
over control of aluminum production, 
using as a front a firm they called Nor- 
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dak, which had been newly founded 
ip. Oslo for the purpose. To avoid ir- 
ritating I. G. Farben too much, part of 
the aluminum output was later re- 
turned to them. 

In Rumania Goering seized the 
Reschitza Concern, which playsean im- 
portant role in Rumanian heavy indus- 
try and which virtually controls all 
Rumanian Navy Yards and factories 
producing railroad cars, among other 
things. Further, in conjunction with 
the Rumanian Government, Goering 
took over control of Malaxa, the great- 
est metallurgical trust in Rumania. 
Since these Rumanian firms, in turn, 
control a large number of Rumanian 
oil fields, a considerable part of Ru- 
mania’s oil output fell automatically 
into Goering’s hands. 

In order to exploit occupied Russia 
and especially the Ukraine, the Air 
Marshal founded the so-called ‘‘East- 
ern Goering Works.” The first step 
was to absorb the Iron Ore Mines at 
Krivoi Rog and the manganese de- 
posits at Nikopol in the Ukraine. 

The latest available figures about 
Goering’s enterprises date back to 
1942. At that time the trust repre- 
sented joint stock of about 800 million 
marks, nearly 100 million more than 
that of I. G. Farben. The number of 
workers and employees was placed at 
600,000. 

One would be inclined to assume 
that having stolen all this property, 
Goering would not be exactly popular 
among German industrialists, who, 
after all, did not finance the Nazi 
Party and prepare for war to leave the 
big catch to an outsider. Well, Goer- 
ing is on the best of terms with the 
gentlemen of I. G. Farben, and of the 
Krupp Works, with the Borsigs, 
Kleockners, Flicks and Otto Wolffs. 
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Goering’s slogan is “live and let live.” 
With all his plunder enough remains 
to leave a goodly share for the others, 
so much so that they gladly helped the 
upstart to expand and organize his 
own concern. 


Most intimate of Goering’s eco- 
nomic and financial advisers are 
Schacht and the Cologne banker Baron 
von Schroeder. In the role of trustees 
Schroeder and the Goering Works 
combined are administering the Thys- 
sen concern. Reports from Berlin 
claim that the old friendship between 
Goering and Thyssen has been patched 
up and that Thyssen will be shortly 
reinstated. 


Goering’s importance, however, is 
not merely economic. He has his fat 
fingers in other pies as well. In recent 
months, for instance, he has greatly 
strengthened his influence on the for- 
eign affairs of the Third Reich. The 
Air Marshal saw to it that one of the 
smartest German diplomats, Ernst von 
Weiszaecker, who is definitely not a 
Nazi, was sent to the Vatican as Ger- 
man Ambassador. Weiszaecker is an 
old-school diplomat, versed in all 
tricks of the trade. It is his task to 
present the plans for a negotiated 
peace, that were worked out by Ger- 
man industry, to the Pope in palatable 
form, so that he passes them on to 
London and Washington with his 
recommendations. Recently the an- 
nual conference of German Catholic 
Bishops took place in Fulda. A dis- 
patch from Berne cabled on August 20 
to the New York Times by its Swiss 
correspondent, indicates the tenor of 
the conference: 

In view of the importance of this 
year’s deliberations, Count von Preysing, 


the Bishop of Berlin, will soon go to 
Rome to report to the Pope on the situ- 
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ation in Germany. The Fulda delibera- 

tions, it is believed, also were related to 

negotiations between the Vatican and 

Baron Ernst von Weiszaecker, Germany’s 

new Ambassador to the Vatican. 

What about the home front? The 
nomination of SS and Gestapo chief 
Himmler to the rank of Minister of 
Interior gave many commentators out- 
side of Germany the opportunity to 
say that with this sudden stroke Hitler 
had re-established the supremacy of 
the Nazi party over the army or any 
other possible opposition. But the 
same sources which rumored the in- 
auguration of the triumvirate at Hit- 
ler’s headquarters stressed the fact that 


the only high ranking Nazi official. 


present was Himmler. Indeed, noth- 
ing can be accomplished if the home 
front should collapse prematurely, and 
since the army cannot spare half a mil- 
lion men in the hinterland to keep 
order, there is no other power but the 
Gestapo, the SS and the various for- 
mations of the police. The police were 
under the command of the Ministry of 
Interior. In making Himmler Minister 
of Interior all forces fighting against 
the rapidly sinking morale of the pop- 
ulation (and the growing restlessness 
of the six to seven million foreign 
workers in Germany) are now united 
and can be used according to the plans 
laid down by Himmler, Hierl and the 
General Staff many years ago. 

There is no doubt that not only Goer- 
ing—who personally hates Himmler— 
but the army, too, do not object, at least 
for the time being, to the Himmler 
dictatorship at home. A breakdown 
would spoil all peace plans. You can’t 
bargain successfully with your legs 
sagging under you. But that does not 
necessarily mean that Goering will not 
try to go after the Nazi “fanatics.” To 
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save himself and his friends of the 
officer and industrialist clubs he would 
not hesitate to liquidate his party pals 
with an even greater degree of sadism 
than he used in getting rid of the 
enemies of Nazism. He seems to have 
already started with some minor 
purges and his own chief of staff, the 
44 year old General der Luftwaffe 
Hans Jesschonnek might have been his 
first victim. Jesschonnek came from 
the SS, was a party member from early 
youth on and owed his career chiefly 
to Hitler, whom he adored. Accord- 
ing to an announcement made by the 
German radio at the end of August, 
his death was the “result of a serious 
illness.” But he did not die at the hos- 
pital or even at his house; he died, of 
all places, at the headquarters of 
Reichsmarshal Herman Goering, as 
the radio report explicitly stated. It 
does not require much imagination to 
assume that his death was not alto- 
gether due to natural causes. 

But let no one be deceived about 
one thing: Goering is not the last 
trump card the Pan-German imperial- 
ists can play, in order to conclude a 
peace that permits them to prepare for 
the next war. Rather, Goering ts their 
first trump card. If it produced no re- 
sults, there are many other aces left, 
people who never were or seemed to 
have been Nazis. It is a full hand the 
Pan-Germans have at their disposal 
from the feverishly active Papen down 
to former Chancellor Heinrich Bruen- 
ing, who twelve years ago deliberate- 
ly destroyed the Parliamentarian re- 
gime of the Weimar Republic, and 
who has always been in the good 
graces of the Vatican and the present 
Pope. Bruening now teaches at Har- 
vard. Newsweek of August 23 says: 
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In talks about post-war Germany, dip- 
lomats in Washington are beginning to 
refer increasingly to Heinrich Bruening. 
. . . Since the Allies want neither of the 
extremes in power in post-war Germany, 
it’s pointed out that the Catholics, of 
whom Bruening is a leader, forsma cen- 
ter party with a clean record. The ex- 
Chancellor has many friends in the aca- 
demic world, including some in high 
Washington places... . 

But the Bruening phase has not yet 
been revealed. At present we are in 


the transitional Goering period. His 
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task is to rally big business, conserva- 
tives, technicians, Junkers and as many 
generals as possible for the purpose of 
working out peace proposals. These 
proposals, naturally, will differ in con- 
tent and form, dependent on whether 
they are submitted to London, Wash- 
ington, the Vatican, or Moscow. 

Goering may succeed. At any rate, 
he has much more to offer than the 
poor puppet Marshal Badoglio, who is 
a general without an army. 


“Science and religion are two aspects of hu- 
man consciousness; opposition between them is 
a sign of man’s failure to understand or to in- 
terpret his relation to the universe to which he 
belongs. On the one hand, religion must not be 
irrational or anti-intellectual. 

“On the other hand, science must not deny 
the reality of man’s emotional life; civilization 
is built on man’s moral and spiritual convictions 
and aspirations. In man’s make-up are the 
wonder and curiosity and hard thinking that 
lead to science; in man’s make-up are the won- 
der and hope and deep feeling that lead to 


religion. At our peril we ignore any side of our 


nature. 


“Ignore religion, and science arms man’s evil 
instincts to destroy the best that he has created. 
Ignore science, and religion dissolves into de- 


grading superstitions. 


“We must avoid the sterile conflicts which 
arise when the one invades the other’s domain. 
Science asserts no finality in its conclusions. A 
like humility on the part of religious teachers 
would do not a little to ease what is at present 


needless tension.” 


BISHOP OF BIRMINGHAM 


MR. TREVIRANUS GOES TO WASHINGTON 


By TABITHA PETRAN 


—The United States’ official policy or program for the German people 
has never been stated. The strange activity of the mysterious Herr 
Treviranus in Washington may indicate however the character of 


Washington's thinking. 


NNOUNCEMENT of the forma- 

tion of the Free Germany Com- 
mittee in Moscow stirred a new wave 
of anti-Soviet propaganda in the 
United States, propaganda scarcely 
more subtle than that emanating from 
Berlin. 

More liberal and enlightened Ameti- 
cans recalled that the President him- 
self had recently stated that ‘‘we have 
no policy for Germany.” They pointed 
with considerable alarm to an article 
in the April 1943 American Mercury 
wherein a plan to divide Germany into 
numerous states governed by Ameri- 
can Gauleiters was presented as the 
official view of the United States State 
Department and they strongly urged 
that the United States and Britain 
frame some intelligible policy towards 
Germany which would serve as a 
weapon of political warfare. 

While it is true that the United 
States has no official policy or pro- 
gram for the German people, Wash- 
ington has not been wholly inactive. 
In the course of the past year and 
more, responsible government officials 
have had dealings with various Ger- 
man exiles. The character of these 
Germans and the nature of the pro- 
posals discussed reveal the trend of 
Washington’s thinking on the German 
problem. 

Shortly after the announcement 
from Moscow of the Free Germany 
Committee, the New York Times cor- 


respondent in Moscow, Alexander 
Werth, cabled his paper an explana- 
tory article. He said: 

“Juridically, the Free Germany 
Committee has no status, any more 
than, in the Russian view, various 
German emigre groupings in Britain 
and the United States, such as people 
around Hermann Rauschning, Ernst 
Hanfstaengl and Otto Strasser, whose 
activities must be said to be watched 
—so far as they can be watched—with 
some misgivings here. 

“The view taken here is that if these 
people can make plans for the future 
of Germany and even advise certain 
responsible persons, especially in the 
United States, there is no reason why 
Moscow should not have its ‘German 
emigres’ who might prove to be of 
some tactical or propaganda value.” 

Who are these Germans who have 
been advising responsible American 
officials and what is the nature of their 
advice and plans? 

One is Gottfried Treviranus who 
served as Minister of Occupied Terri- 
tories (German areas occupied by the 
Allies) in the 1930-32 cabinet of the 
“Hunger Chancellor” Heinrich Bruen- 
ing. 

Treviranus was welcomed to the 
United States a year ago by a United 
States government agency, whose re- 
sponsibilities, among other things, in- 
clude secret military and_ political 
warfare against the enemy. 
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Treviranus’ career in Germany is a 
more or less open book. He served as 
a naval officer under Admiral Tirpitz 
in World War I and was a good 
friend of this Admiral who directed 
the submarine warfare agaiffst the 
United States. After the war, Trevi- 
ranus became manager of one of the 
large Junker holdings and was elected 
to the Reichstag. He was close to 
Hugenberg, leader of the reactionary 
Nationalist Party. 

His connections to the German 
Army leadership were also close. He 
was a special friend of General Kurt 
Von Schleicher, organizer of the Black 
Reichswehr. In the twenties Treviran- 
us is said to have served as a liaison 
man between the Free Corps in Upper 
Silesia and Berlin. 

The Free Corps were terrorist mur- 
der gangs, made up for the most part 
of former army and navy officers, 
which sprang up all over Germany 
after the 1918 Armistice and under the 
unofficial direction of the Reichswehr 
launched the first attacks against the 
German Republic. The Free Corps 
were the breeding ground of the 
Nazis. 

In the twenties, also, was cemented 
a close friendship between Treviranus 
and Bruening. When Bruening formed 
his government in 1930, Treviranus 
entered the Bruening Cabinet. At this 
time Hugenberg had formed a coali- 
tion with the Nazis. Many people in 
Germany believed that Hugenberg 
was playing a double game, putting 
his mass pressure groups at the service 
of Hitler, and simultaneously main- 
taining a representative of his particu- 
lar brand of reaction in the Bruening 
Cabinet in the form of Treviranus. 

After the Nazis came to power in 
1933, Treviranus lived peacefully in 
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Germany until June 1934. The Blood 
Purge in which his good friend Gen- 
eral Schleicher was murdered caused 
him to flee the Nazi Reich. 

He went to England where he asso- 
ciated with a group of right wing ex- 
iles, including Dr. Bruening, who 
were careful not to express opposition 
to the Nazi regime. After several years 
in England, Treviranus went to Can- 
ada, from whence he arrived in the 
United States last summer. 

In cooperation with a German ad- 
venturer who had lived in the United 
States for some years and who had be- 
longed to the Bavarian Free Corps, 
Treviranus presented to the United 
States agency which welcomed him 
here a project to contact “‘the right 
wing opposition” in Germany, in par- 
ticular the leaders and remnants of the 
Free Corps terrorist gangs. 

Outstanding among the former lead- 
ers of the Free Corps whom Treviran- 
us proposed to contact was the no- 
torious Captain Hermann Erhardt, 
leader of the famous Organization 
Consul, a right wing terrorist gang. 
Erhardt as chief of the gang was com- 
monly known as the Consul. 

Erhardt, like Treviranus, served in 
the German Navy during World War 
I. Immediately after the Armistice, he 
organized a terrorist gang known as 
the Marine Brigade Erhardt. This 
Brigade was incorporated into the 
German Army in 1919 and became the 
first army corps to flaunt the swastika 
on its banners. 

Later the Corps was declared illegal, 
and Erhardt organized its members 
into a supposedly civilian organization, 
the Organization Consul, which tre- 
ceived large sums from German in- 
dustrialists to initiate putsch after 
putsch against the Republic. Erhardt 
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and his fellow gangsters participated 
in the Kapp Putsch in 1920. His gang 
murdered the Republican leaders, 
Walter Rathenau and Matthias Erz- 
berger. In 1923 when Hitler at- 
tempted his abortive putsch in Munich, 
he had a prior agreement with Erhardt 
by which the latter was to lead his 
Brigade down from Berlin and join 
forces with the Hitler putschists in 
Central Germany. Erhardt escaped 
arrest because he was warned in time 
of the failure of the Hitler putsch. 

After the murder of Rathenau and 
Erzberger, Erhardt was forced tem- 
porarily to flee Germany. He was 
given refuge at the Hungarian estates 
of the Hungarian Premier Gomboes, 
then close to Tibor Eckhardt, who is 
now in the United States and friendly 
with certain circles in the State Depart- 
ment. Tibor Eckardt at the time was 
a member of the Awakening Magyars, 
a Hungarian anti-Semitic terrorist 
gang, similar to the German Free 
Corps. 

Despite Erhardt’s record and the 
character of the Free Corps, Trevi- 
ranus’ proposal to contact the so-called 
“right wing opposition” in Germany, 
notably Captain Erhardt and other 
one-time members of the Free Corps, 
was accepted by the United States 
agency to which it was offered and 
given full support. 

At the time Treviranus made his 
proposal, Captain Erhardt was work- 
ing at the Nazi War College at Char- 
lottenberg near Berlin. 

Another former Free Corps group 
Treviranus proposed to contact was 
the Oberland Corps, a terrorist gang 
which in pre-Nazi days operated in 
Bavaria under the leadership of a cer- 
tain Lt. Rossbach. Otto Strasser, who 
was a friend of Rossbach’s, reported in 


MR. TREVIRANUS GOES TO WASHINGTON 37 


one of his books that Rossbach was 
killed in the 1934 Blood Purge. Other 
reports state that Rossbach today is a 
leading member of the Air Protection 
League in Germany. Rossbach in 1923 
was an adjutant of Hitler’s. 

In addition to the former Free 
Corps Treviranus also suggested as 
notable members of the “right wing 
cpposition” the German generals and 
officers who had served in the Ger- 
man Military Mission to China 1927- 
38. Leading German general in this 
group is Von Falkenhausen who 
served as chief of the Mission 1936-38 
and is today commander of German 
occupation troops in Belgium. 

Although Treviranus received the 
full support of a responsible govern- 
ment agency in his plan, it proved— 
not surprisingly—to be a complete 
failure. 

Last December Treviranus, who was 
in the United States only on a tem- 
porary visa, was permitted to return 
to Canada in order to make speeches 
to German officers held at Canadian 
prison camps. He failed however to 
recruit any of these officers for his 
scheme. His speeches denouncing Hit- 
ler as a betrayer of the German tra- 
dition—had such an effect that, when 
he ended, the officers are reported to 
have shouted: ‘Heil Hitler!” 

Capt. Erhardt, the outstanding con- 
tact proposed by Treviranus, was ar- 
rested by the Gestapo, along with 34 
of his associates at the War College 
at Charlottenberg, on February 24 of 
this year, according to an Associated 
Press dispatch, dated March 8, 1943. 

Since the Free Corps, which Trevi- 
ranus proposed to win as allies within 
Germany, were made up for the most 
part of ex-army and navy officers, 
many former members belonged to the 
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War Veterans Association in Nazi 
Germany. On April 23 of this year, 
the Nazi news agency, DNB, reported 
that Hitler had decreed the dissolu- 
tion of these associations. 

These Nazi actions may or may not 
have been coincidence. In any event, 
the Treviranus project was abandoned, 
although Treviranus’ services remained 
at the disposal of the American gov- 
ernment. 

Here on a temporary visa, Treviran- 
us this spring suddenly left for Can- 
ada. It was reported that certain 
officials in Washington, long opposed 
to Treviranus and his plans, had suc- 
ceeded in preventing him from secur- 
ing a renewal of his visa. 

A few weeks later, however, Tre- 
viranus returned to the United States, 
having become a Canadian citizen in 
the meantime. He has since made sev- 
eral trips back and forth between Can- 
ada and the United States. It is rele- 
vant to inquire what his mission is. 

The officials sponsoring Treviranus 
would doubtless deny that his project 
carried any political significance. The 
idea was to use the Free Corps, adepts 
at murder. But military and political 
warfare cannot be kept wholly sep- 
arate. And there were other facts 
connected with the dealings with 
Treviranus which had direct political 
significance. 

The agency sponsoring the Trevi- 
ranus plan was simultaneously using 
the services of Otto Strasser, leader of 
the Fascist Black Front opposition to 
Hitler. Strasser and his _ brother 
Gregor, who was murdered in the 
June 1934 Blood Purge, were among 
the more important members of the 
early Nazi Party. Strasser formed the 
Black Front opposition in 1930 and 
went into exile in 1933. Since 1940 
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he has been living in Canada where he 
has formed his own so-called “Free 
Germany” group. Strasser has made 
much of his opposition to Hitler; 
simultaneously revealing himself as a 
Fascist in his own right. 

Also used by the same agency, for 
a time this winter, was Hitler’s former 
piano player, Dr. Ernst (Putzi) Hanf- 
staengl, who spent 15 years helping 
to build the Nazi Party, and who, ac- 
cording to a recent report, worked for 
the Nazis through the German Em- 
bassy in London until 1939. Hanf- 
staengl was brought to Washington 
from Canada a little more than a year 
ago. Early this spring he went to 
Boston. 

Another German exile whose ser- 
vices are reported to have been used 
more than a year ago by this same gov- 
ernment agency was Paul Spiecker, 
now living in Canada. Spiecker, as 
Commissioner for Prussia in the early 
twenties, tolerated the mass murder of 
Poles in Upper Silesia by the German 
Free Corps and in fact was one of the 
influential civilian directors of these 
corps behind the scenes. 

Last fall, some government groups 
in an effort to broaden the scope of the 
United States plans involving Ger- 
many, proposed the creation of an un- 
official German Committee, embracing 
all factions from the extreme left to 
the extreme right. The Committee, it 
was proposed, was to serve as a kind 
of advisory board on German affairs. 
The proposal met with failure for two 
reasons. 

The powerful group backing Trevi- 
ranus and Strasser refused to have 
dealings with German liberals, demo- 
crats or leftists. German liberals and 
democrats themselves refused to have 
dealings with such men as Treviranus 
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and Strasser and Spiecker. 

They believed further that such 
projects as that of Treviranus, besides 
being impractical, would hopelessly 
compromise the essential work of 
reaching underground and labor groups 
in Germany. The former Free Corps 
gangs which Treviranus proposed 
to win as United States allies are the 
very people who since 1918, as Free 
Corps members and later as Nazis, 
murdered and terrorized German trade 
unionists, liberals and leftists and 
paved the way for Hitler. 

The failure to create a coalition 
German Committee left United States 
agencies using the services of only re- 
actionary German exiles. 

Following this failure an effort was 
made to secure the cooperation of ex- 
chancellor Heinrich Bruening in the 
Treviranus plans. Bruening, who holds 
a post at Harvard University, visited 
Treviranus last winter in the latter’s 
New York apartment, staying with 
him for several days. Alleged reason 
for the visit was that Bruening re- 
quired medical treatment here. In- 
formed persons, however, report that 
Bruening had been asked by the State 
Department to cooperate with Tre- 
viranus. 

Bruening is persona grata with the 
State Department and as a former 
leader of the Catholic Center Party 
retains the favor of the Vatican. 
Treviranus and Bruening are close 
friends and Treviranus is described in 
some Washington circles as ‘“Bruen- 
ing’s right arm.” 

Bruening, however, apparently re- 
fused to commit himself. 

Last winter and spring, despite the 
failure of Treviranus’ plans to contact 
the “right wing opposition” in Ger- 
many, an effort was made to build up 
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a respectable body of German right- 
ists to form an active political and 
propaganda group here. In this group 
it was proposed to include: Bruening, 
Strasser, Treviranus and Spiecker and 
other less well-known German ex- 
iles of the right. However, this plan too 
has failed to mature. Various efforts 
to shuffle and reshuffle the leading 
German conservatives to arrive at a 
workable combination have met with 
failure. 

Recently there have been signs 
which suggest that Washington, ap- 
parently discouraged at its failure to 
build up a unified body of German 
rightists, is experimenting with more 
liberal elements among Germans here. 
The German-language weekly, Neve 
Volkszeitung, organ of some German 
social democrats, is now permitted to 
circulate in the German prison camps 
in the United States. Its editor, Ger- 
hart Seger, has taken a leave of ab- 
sence to work for the United States 
government. (It is noteworthy how- 
ever that Neue Volkszeitung manages 
to print some piece of subtle anti- 
Soviet propaganda in almost every 
issue. ) 

The reactionary German exiles like 
Treviranus and Strasser and the Free 
Corps groups in Germany were noted 
for their anti-Sovietism. Moscow’s 
suspicion of the activities of these ex- 
iles here is valid. They are the men 
who by destroying democracy in Ger- 
many made Hitler inevitable, and who 
have served as faithful agents of 
German imperialism. Any United 
States dealings with these men makes 
American policy suspect, not only to 
Moscow but to American citizens and 
to whatever popular and democratic 
forces may emerge in Germany fol- 
lowing Nazi defeat. 


EUROPE FOR EUROPEANS 
By PAUL PHELPS MORAND 


—The war may finish suddenly. And America may then find herself 


in an unenviable position. 


Her government and ruling class have 


spoken against Fastism but acted against anti-Fascism. 


HE war may be over at any moment 

now. The easy success of the Sicil- 
ian campaign and the happy develop- 
ment of a Russian summer offensive 
have brought the end in sight. All 
that is needed is some action. The 
diplomats are worried, for they know 
very well that in the popular mind, 
which always thinks simply and 
Straight, the close of the war means 
the beginning of peace. 

But what sort of peace? 

Fascism meant war, misery and dis- 
honor. The peoples of the world are 
therefore looking forward to an anti- 
Fascist peace. This is what was prom- 
ised them. If the Four Freedoms have 
eny real meaning, that is it. 

Contrary to the British notion of 
“divide and rule,” Europe must be uni- 
fied. At the very least it must become 
a single brotherhood dominated by a 
single ideal and unhampered by in- 
ternal economic barriers. Germany 
sought to unify it in the manner of a 
wolf seeking union with a lamb; that 
method failed. Are the diplomats of 
Washington thinking of unifying 
Europe in the German fashion, with 
themselves dominating it? Or to divide 
it still further, so that it will remain 
weak? This is not what Europe 
needs, or what the world needs. They 
both need peace. Peace, true peace, 
is necessary in the interests of Amer- 

There are moments when a country 
considers itself perfectly safe and sit- 
ting on top of the world. The Rus- 


sians may have thought this after their 
non-aggression pact was signed. Free 
to act as they pleased, they had it in 
their power to turn the scales. This 
period came to a sudden end with the 
German invasion—which the Kremlin 
probably foresaw, but which, accord- 
ing to Cassidy and others, took the 
people completely by surprise. The 
United States today may think it enjoys 
a position of special privilege; the war 
still rages beyond its two oceans, and 
does not devastate its country or even 
cost it much in human lives. From 
this point it is but a step to consider- 
ing itself master of the world. But to 
take that step could well be catas- 
trophic. 

The present war—which is not yet 
finished, and which may not be over 
even after our armies are victorious— 
has been a war between Fascists and 
anti-Fascists. Roosevelt's speeches not- 
withstanding, the leaders of America 
and he himself may be taken unaware 
by victory before they have made their 
choice between Fascism and anti-Fas- 
cism. Probably this is why their blows 
against Hitler, severe though they be, 
are not yet fatal. 

What is Fascism? The press, to 
mislead us, always points out a few 
external traits—as if, for example, 
Fascism were merely tyrannical author- 
ity and violence, presented in such a 
way as to cause confusion between 
Moscow and Berlin. (As a child might 
be caused to confuse a gangster who 
jabs a knife into your viscera with a 
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surgeon performing an appendec- 
tomy.) 

Fascism is the action of a capitalist 
who no longer believes in capitalism, 
who believes that it is moribund, but 
wants to preserve all its advantages 
for himself; who believes that capital- 
ism cannot produce anything useful, 
such as consumer goods and a higher 
standard of living, and who, to aug- 
ment production while decreasing con- 
sumption, finds it necessary to make 
only munitions. Fascists are men who 
not only do not believe that industrial 
progress can bring happiness to all, 
but would not want it to do this. And 
those ruling classes which have, overt- 
ly or implicitly, accepted this theory 
will always help Fascism. 

Now Fascism wants to survive at all 
costs. If it cannot win the war it will 
survive in defeat until it is able to at- 
tack again, this time to win. The devil 
never sleeps. It will change its garb, 
its vocabulary, its official representa- 
tives, but its intentions will remain the 
same. It will distort the meaning of 
words, speaking of non-intervention 
while it intervenes, of disarmament 
while rearming, of avoiding bloodshed 
while preparing to strike the next blow 
(to prevent the striking of blows 
against itself). Fascism will not dis- 
arm. It will accept temporary defeat, 
but will refuse to accept death. 

What are the forms it will take to 
save its own skin and preserve its 
forces? There are indications. 

In 1940 France was caught between 
two fires, the Germans and the officers 
of its own army. (For a Fascist army 
cannot triumph unless, as was said of 
Madrid, the fifth column is already 
within the gates of the city.) After 
the disaster the situation became even 
more unmistakable. A heroic general 
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had the courage to resist, to deny 
Vichy and betrayal. The people, or- 
ganized for underground resistance, 
sent him their representatives and 
came to an understanding with him. 
Thus there actually existed a unified 
anti-Fascist France ready to aid the 
Allies. But Washington supported the 
defeatist Pétain, and then pulled out 
of its hat a general who would be its 
puppet and who would stand in oppo- 
sition to the French will—in order, as 
Waverly Root suggests, to establish a 
military dictatorship in France some 
day under the supreme guidance of 
Washington. 
si = + 

Today, in 1943, Berlin and Rome 
are in process of being vanquished by 
force of arms. Yet this does not mean 
that all hope is lost for them. Fascist 
Italy was defeated on the day that 
Mussolini fell: a revolution drove out 
the Duce and offered to open the gates 
of the cities to Allied military power. 
But did disaster immediately follow 
for the Fascist devil? No. As if by a 
miracle the Anglo-Saxon armies stood 
still: stopped not by fortresses and 
guns but by the name of Badoglio, a 
marshal who represented the same 
thing as Pétain and Franco. This 
token of cooperation given the Fascists 
in their hour of sorrow had more effect 
in Berlin than all speeches to the con- 
trary on freedom divided into four 
parts. They saw it as proof that, in- 
sofar as Europe is concerned, some 
sort of Fascism will be maintained at 
any cost by London and Washington 
(particularly by Washington). The 
fact that a victorious army agreed to 
give its enemies a week to crush popu- 
lar revolts is interpreted as a promise 
that if their armies are defeated the 
Fascists will be kept in power by Al- 
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lied troops, who will replace the Ger- 
man soldiers. 

With all its hesitancies, Washing- 
ton thus has a consistent policy: To 
take its stand against the people, to 
do at all times the exact opposite of 
what Lincoln would have dort. For 
the common people everywhere seek 
only to beat down the Fascist devil. 

The question of France stands in 
the center of all the international ques- 
tions that have arisen and that must 
all be answered in the same way. Eng- 
land stands outside Europe proper, 
and is oriented toward her empire and 
toward America; she has always want- 
ed to divide and weaken Europe. 
(When, just after the last war, Clém- 
enceau threw this up to Lloyd George, 
he got this response: “Well, hasn’t 
that always been our traditional pol- 
icy?’’) Italy is not capable of wielding 
any great influence. Germany has been 
using her formidable power to crush 
Europe, which now hates her. Where, 
then, can we find a center of influence 
around which Europe:can rally in 
brotherhood? For Europe has long de- 
sired to be unified, and should be uni- 
fied. And Europe deserves a land fight 
for its deliverance rather than destruc- 
tion from the air. 

Let us look back to the moment 
when Europe almost succeeded in its 
unification. This was a century and a 
half ago. Monarchism and feudalism 
had fallen. Paris had carried to their 
logical conclusion the ideas of Eng- 
lish, French and American philoso- 
phers, and had followed the instinct 
of the people. Neighboring countries 
organized themselves as sister repub- 
lics standing side by side with the 
French Revolution. The people were 
delighted to follow the advice to break 
their chains and put tyrants to death. 
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Europe was becoming unified under 
the fraternal maxim of a superior cul- 
ture. Stupid and malicious interven- 
tion, coming this time from the British 
monarchy, prevented this unification 
and brought the world twenty-five 
years of war followed by the reign of 
reaction. 

Will this be the role played tomotr- 
tow by the United States, the first 
country to liberate itself from the 
monarchist yoke, but which now seems 
prepared to march in the forefront of 
all reactionary movements? 

* * % 

In ‘Virginia there is a school for 
Gauleiters. Its students, who are busi- 
ness men or professors in practical 
fields, are learning what they will need 
to know in order to govern Europe. 
In Sicily the AMG has kept Fascist 
mayors in office. In Algeria the Amer- 
ican administration ignores and 
thwarts the will of the French, treat- 
ing them in their own territory as if 
they were guests instead of hosts. Of- 
ficial American policy emanates from 
this school for Gauleiters; here is the 
indication of what Europe may expect. 

Let us be frank. Can even the most 
ardent admirers of Roosevelt believe 
that where Hitler has failed the Presi- 
dent of the United States, using the 
same methods, can succeed? 

Aside from moral considerations of 
justice and honesty, the school for 
Gauleiters shows an abysmal failure to 
understand human nature. Any at- 
tempt on the part of a country such as 
the United States—which, it must be 
remembered, has but one third of the 
population of Europe—to maintain 
Gauleiters from Messina to the Baltic, 
from the Atlantic to Poland, betrays a 
lack of realistic thinking. And indeed 
the Americans have no sense of 
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world psychology. They are a world 
apart; and this has its advantages 
as well as disadvantages. In the 
building of their own mechanical 
world, using workers of every race, it 
is perhaps as well that they have 
neglected the human side, dealing only 
with numbers—working hours, dollars 
and the like. The English have al- 
ways known that in order to become 
pre-eminent in a country, be it Iran or 
Chile, they must study it and adapt 
themselves to it. But the Americans 
have tried to treat the South Ameri- 
cans as if their habits and thoughts did 
not count. At home, similarly, they 
never tried to understand the Indians, 
and merely succeeded in causing their 
virtual disappearance; nor have they 
known how to deal with their Negroes, 
although the latter have lived longer 
in the United States than many of the 
whites, and have a large, if not ac- 
curately known, admixture of white 
blood. Hitler made the same mistake 
—and despite all his long and pains- 
taking preparations he has failed to 
rule Europe. American history itself 
provides an outstanding example of 
how impossible it is to rule a great 
country from the outside (although at 
the time of the Revolution the Ameri- 
cans were still very nearly English). 
Ey 


It is possible for America to trade 
with Europe, to exchange ideas and at 
times to have certain of her achieve- 
ments copied; but it is certain that 
American Gauleiters, whether naive 
or cunning, would be viewed by the 
Europeans as ridiculous or clumsy ty- 
rants. Unable to understand the popu- 
lations they are expected to rule, often 
incapable of conversing freely in the 
language of the country, they would 
soon grow irritable and too im- 
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patient to seek to solve perplexing new 
questions, and would make frequent 
blunders due to their inability to estab- 
lish human contact with peoples whose 
culture differs so deeply from their 
ewn. Second-generation Americans 
chosen to be Gauleiters, furthermore, 
may consider themselves very close to 
Europe because of their antecedents; 
but in reality they could not be further 
if they were Chinese or Hottentots. 
Even during their first years in the 
United States all immigrants undergo 
a mysterious change, product of some 
unknown alchemy. And that change is 
nothing compared to what happens to 
their children reared in American sur- 
roundings. Their own parents soon 
cease to feel at home with them, and 
if those children go back to Europe 
they will bring back with them a set of 
standards and a sense of possibilities 
which have literally nothing in com- 
mon with those of the people they will 
meet. Only those few Americans who 
have really shared in the life of a 
European country—and not merely 
lived the life of a foreigner there— 
will be suited to the role of Gavleiter. 
(“And even if they were good, the 
Europeans wouldn’t like it.’’) 

This would have been true even be- 
fore the beginning of the war. It is 
infinitely more true now, when even 
those Europeans who left their homes 
since 1939 to live on this side of the 
Atlantic in comparative security may 
find themselves sadly estranged from 
the men, women and children who 
have known war occupation with all 
its heroism, struggle and horror. 

To such obvious difficulties must be 
added another, not generally under- 
stood here: American values are large- 
ly material in nature, and this outlook 
has not been much affected by a war 
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3,000 miles away. In Europe, how- 
ever, all material values have been 
wiped out; and that makes a deep dif- 
ference in people’s thinking. The 
Dutch know they have been conquered 
despite their wealth, the French met 
defeat despite their Maginot Lifte, the 
guerrillas and saboteurs have man- 
aged to operate with a pitifully in- 
sufficient minimum of material means. 
The old material values have had to be 
replaced, and they have been, to a 
large degree, by moral and spiritual 
ones. Weakened famished bodies had 
recourse to the qualities of the soul. 

Has all this been taught to the busi- 
ness men and professors who are 
studying at the Gazleiter institute of 
Virginia? Or do they think that the 
ruling of Europe is just another branch 
of American business administration ? 

Nor will it serve to use those of the 
local European Fascists who managed 
not to compromise themselves as deep- 
ly as Laval or Quisling—men who 
might be called half-traitors as com- 
pared to such arch-traitors as Déat or 
Laval. 

If the young yet mature revolution- 
ary America of the eighteenth century 
had tried to undertake such a task, she 
might have succeeded. Benjamin 
Franklin and his compeers were men 
of sufficiently universal outlook to be 
almost European. But not now. Europe 
today can be ruled only by Europeans. 

Moreover, although these student 
Gauleiters are not chosen from among 
the professional soldiery, the famous 
AMG already imposed on Sicily is a 
military organization. Is it conceivable 
that Europe, once relieved of German 
rule, will long submit to another for- 
eign military government? France is 
nationalistic today, as are all the coun- 
tries that have suffered pain and hu- 
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miliation at alien hands. Does this 
constitute a danger? Yes, if they are 
irritated by clumsy rulers. But no, cer- 
tainly, if they are offered a friendly 
helping hand. An unhappy people is 
deeply grateful for any sincere aid and 
for the respect due it because of its 
misfortunes, its glorious past and its 
future possibilities. 
* Seo 

For, although the circumstances are 
very different, France today resembles 
to a considerable extent the France of 
the Revolution. Suffering has made 
her think. And this is her mission in 
the world. In the midst of the siege 
of Paris in 1871 French thought was 
flourishing like a flower blooming un- 
der a tropical sun. France has a way 
of thinking in universal terms, and 
Paris is wont to sound the keynote for 
all of Europe. France, indeed, is the 
standard of European civilization and 
culture. This does not mean the 
France of Vichy, which snarls at her 
friends and has been brought low by 
an old man’s stupidity, but the France 
which the world’s artists have known, 
which welcomed them and let them 
live in freedom as if they were simply 
citizens of the world. 

This does not mean that France 
should seize military power or em- 
ploy aggressive methods. That would 
spell her doom—and she knows it. 
She can only serve as a model and an 
inspiration, and it is as such that the 
great Anglo-Saxon countries should 
give her support. 

From the human point of view this 
would be the best solution for Europe. 
From the American point of view, too, 
it would surely be the best, and in any 
event the only solution not fraught 
with danger. France could easily absorb 
and transmit a friendly influence. She 
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has long been in contact with England 
and the United States through De 
Gaulle’s Committee for National Lib- 
eration at London, and now through 
the Algerian Committee also. But it 
is necessary, at the very least, that 
Washington understand this Algerian 
Committee, maintain its freedom and 
treat it as an equal. As Lippmann has 
said, Washington’s attitude thus far 
has brought all the small countries to 
grant prompt recognition to the French 
Committee for National Liberation in 
Algiers, for fear of being treated the 
same way themselves. The blundering 
policy of division and tactlessness fol- 
lowed so far may have brought about 
a rapprochement between De Gaulle 
and Giraud, but has prepared neither 
of them, or any other Frenchman 
either, for that matter, to greet the 
Gauleiters of Virginia with open arms. 
It is to the interest of the United 
States that this unification of the 
French be directed only against Hit- 
ler’s Germany, and have no cause to 
direct itself against other invaders too. 

The United States is a young coun- 
try. It often happens that young 
people are clumsy and brutal and be- 
come too self-centered after enjoying 
a chance success. Then they are apt to 
push their friends aside, and thus risk 
losing them. The war may finish sud- 
denly. And America may then find 
herself in an unenviable position. Her 
government and ruling class have 
spoken against Fascism but acted 
against anti-Fascism. Europe will re- 
fuse her Gauleiters, who will risk be- 
ing hanged in riots unless they are per- 
sonally won over to the cause of the 
peoples their arrogant government has 
sent them to rule. Asia does not love 
the United States. Its pre-war policy of 
aiding Japan against China and its in- 
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difference to the fate of the Chinese 
have not earned it any feelings of sym- 
pathy. Latin America is becoming 
more and more mistrustful of the 
Gringos and of Yankee imperialism, 
and knows that the State Department 
took the wrong side in the Bolivian 
massacres (cf. Harper's, August, 
1943). Besides it is full of Falangists 
whose purpose is to sabotage all North 
American activity and propaganda— 
Falangists sent there by that very 
Franco government which the State 
Department supports and admires. 
The United States needs friends in 
peace time if other wars are not to 
follow. It would be simple justice— 
and practical and clever as well—to 
gain the friendship of France for the 
present and for the future. Her cul- 
ture, which is the culture of Europe, is 
equally widespread in Latin America. 
The Gringos fail to meet understand- 
ing at Buenos Aires or Rio, but the 
French feel at home there. New York 
cannot be the Mecca of Latin America, 
for, all the fine speeches notwithstand- 
ing, its natives are often treated there 
as “niggers,” as if they were apes. 
America would be better off if the 
status of that Mecca were restored to 
a friendly Paris rather than to a 
Madrid full of Nazi agents, spies and 
officers. The choice lies between 
French culture and Spanish Fascism. 
The French underground is the 
European symbol of anti-Fascism. Its 
goal is an Allied victory followed by 
world-wide peace and a more just so- 
cial order. If the Atlantic Charter is 
more than mere phrases, America can 
count on France. She will do her duty 
to the world, working toward a better 
world, and the horrible war years will 
not constitute a total loss to human 
progress. But if Washington, which 
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preferred Pétain, Darlan and Peyrou- 
ton to the heroes of resistance, will 
‘today and tomorrow show a preference 
for men like Badoglio and Lemaigre 
du Breuil, the world may soon be 
hurled into a new war in whieh the 
United States will no longer be the 
strongest or the least exposed to 
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the continent she will remain a for- 
midable foe and will eventually grow 
invincible. And South America may be 
conquered by Spanish Fascism if a bet- 
ter choice is refused it. 

But why should this be? Why 
should not America stand on the side 
of right and justice and all those ideals 


danger. If Japan is not attacked from that she proclaims to the world. 


CROSSES FOR THE RUSSIAN PEOPLE 


The Hungarian soldier has other tasks in Russia besides the “defense” of 
his own country there. I learn this from a recently received number of the 
Reggeli Magyarorszag, mouthpiece of the Horthy Government. The number is 
dated July 11th, and this is a verbatim rendering of what it writes in this con- 
nection: “The Hungarian Telegraphic Agency learns from competent military 
quarters that our honveds erect as a memento the Hungarian Apostolic double 
cross standing on a triple mound in the main squares of the Ukrainian Villages 
through which they pass, and also at the more important cross-roads. The 
memorial 1s inscribed, in both Russian and Hungarian, with the words: ‘Rus- 
sians! The Hungarian Army has been here and has returned to you the cross, 
your land and your freedom. The memorial is unveiled amid a solemn cere- 
monial in the presence of the village inhabitants and their priest. The Hun- 
garian army chaplain discourses on the significance of the cross and emphasizes 
that the honveds have come to Russia in order to crush evil and drive out the 
enemies of Christianity.” What a fine and noble thing it is for the ten million 
Hungarians to undertake the liberation of two hundred million Russians! Un- 
“fortunately, the Russians are not very pleased with their great freedom in the 
occupied territories. To what extent their land has been returned to them may 
be gathered from one of Ribbentrop’s speeches, when he said that the Ukraine, 
the Kuban and the Don steppes would henceforth grow food for the Germans. 
It is certain, however, that Hitler and his vassals, with Hungary at their head, 
have replaced the cross on the shoulders of the Russian people not only doubly, 
but many times over. 


PAL BALATON in the Central European Observer, Nov. 13, 1942 


IS ITALY A CATHOLIC COUNTRY? 


By GAETANO SALVEMINI 


—There are two Churches in Italy. One is the national 
church, which is that of the lower clergy and of the 
people; its seat is in the parishes. The other is the 
church of the higher clergy and of the Papacy, which 


75 an international institution, its seat 1s in the Vatican. 


O GREATER mistake could be 

made in approaching the problem 
of the relations between the Vatican 
and tomorrow’s Italy than to assume 
that the whole population of Italy is 
consistently Catholic, and that there- 
fore no stone ought to be turned in 
Italy without the blessing of the Pope 
and of the clergy. 

If all those who were baptized at 
birth in the Catholic Church were to 
be considered as Catholics, Italy would 
be a country in which the huge ma- 
jority is Catholic. In the census of 
1931, 99.6 per cent of the population 
declared themselves Catholics. 

However, one should remember that 
in this census the Italians were not 
asked to state whether or not they pro- 
fessed the Catholic religion, but 
whether they had been associated at 
birth with the Catholic Church or with 
another religious denomination. The 
religious beliefs of the person at the 
moment the census was taken did not 
matter. Italians who, while working 
in the United States, had become 
Protestant, and on their return to Italy 
had established small Protestant nuclei 
in Abruzzi, had to register as Catholic 
since they had been baptized in the 
Catholic Church. This accounts, no 
doubt, for the fact that the Protestants, 
who had numbered 123,000 in 1911, 
shrank to 83,000 in 1931. 

I am indebted to an Italian lady, at 
present a resident of Boston, for the 


following anecdote. Her father, in 
Rome, went to the church to have a 
newly arrived member of the family 
baptized. The priest asked him what 
name he wished to give his son. The 
answer was, ‘Giordano Bruno’. Gior- 
dano Bruno was the famous philoso- 
pher of the sixteenth century who was 
condemned to the stake by the Holy 
Office. “Giordano Bruno?” said the 
parish priest. “Impossible! I can not 
christen the boy with such a scandalous 
name.” “I am the father; I have the 
right to give my son his name; I wish 
to call him Giordano Bruno. If you do 
not call him that, I will take him home 
without having him baptized.” The 
priest could not let the baby go un- 
baptized, and yet he could not give 
him the name of an apostate and her- 
etic who had been burned to ashes. 
Then a “combinazione” came to his 
mind. “Let’s see, now, if we can’t fix 
this some way. Instead of christening 
him Giordano Bruno, I shall call him 
Bruno Giordano.” ‘Suit yourself. You 
can call him Bruno Giordano here, but 
I shall call him Giordano Bruno at 
home.” It is hard to believe that that 
man was a consistent Catholic. As for 
his son, Giordano Bruno, Heaven only 
knows. 

If by “Catholics” we are to under- 
stand just those who not only were so 
baptized but have remained faithful 
to the teachings of the Church and 
would like to give a Catholic tone to 
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society, then we must maintain that in 
Italy only a minority of the population 
is Catholic. 

From the religious point of view, 
the Italians may be grouped in four 
classes: 1) Non-Catholics; 2) Indif- 
ferents; 3) Idolaters; 4) Catholics 
proper. 

To the first class belong not only 
the 48,000 Jews and the 83,000 Prot- 
estants of the 1931 statistics, but all 
those who, although baptized in the 
Catholic Church, would now make 
profession of having no religion if 
they were permitted to do so. An 
Italian census in which people were 
asked to state their religion was taken 
in 1911. In that census, 871,000 per- 
sons declared that they had “no re- 
ligion”; 653,000 did not give any 
answer, but this silence, in all fairness, 
may be interpreted as an equivalent to 
the answer “‘no religion”. 

From this section of the population, 
during the nineteenth and twentieth 
centuries, came the militant, out-and- 
out Atheists. One of their most typical 
representatives, up until 1921, was 
Mussolini. On the evening of March 
26, 1904, in Lausanne, while debating 
on the existence of God with a Prot- 
estant minister in a public meeting, 
he challenged the Almighty to prove 
His own existence by striking him 
down dead within five minutes. He 
counted the five minutes, watch in 
hand. The Almighty did not accept 
the ultimatum. He had destined him 
to meet with Pius XI and to sign the 
Lateran agreements twenty-five years 
later. As a consequence, Mussolini 
concluded that there was no Almighty 
in existence anywhere in this universe. 
In October 1909, in Forli, Mussolini 
caused a mob to demolish a votive 
column which had stood for centuries 
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in honor of the Madonna in the main 
square of the city. Bishop Jaffei ex- 
communicated the authors of the sac- 
tilege. In December 1910, Mussolini 
managed it so that the convention of 
the Socialists in the province of Forli 
“should forbid the Socialists to per- 
form religious duties and should re- 
fuse to permit their sons to do so.” 
The group of the “Indifferents” is 
formed by people who were baptized 
in the Catholic Church and perform 
certain external acts of religion, such 
as contracting marriage according to 
the religious rite, christening their 
children, and asking for a religious 
funeral so as to obtain a regular ticket 
to heaven. But most of them never go 
to Church, nor do they confess even 
once a year. In a pastoral letter of 
February 1940, Cardinal Lavitrano, 
Archbishop of Palermo, stated that 
“66 per cent of the Italians do not hear 
mass on religious holidays, and only 
12 per cent of the Italian men receive 
communion on Easter” (New York 
Times, February 7, 1940). 
Nine-tenths of the Italian intellec- 
tual classes are of this “baptized but 
indifferent” variety. In the official 
daily of the Vatican, Osservatore Ro- 
mano, September 10, 1930, one reads 
that during that year in all Italian uni- 
versities, lectures were held to prepare 
the university students for Easter com- 
munion. “Out of 40,000 university 
students, seventy-five per cent kept 
aloof from the Eucharistic banquet. 
This is a sorrowful fact to notice.” 
These “Indifferents” dislike re- 
ligious strife, but they become fiercely 
anti-clerical as soon as the clergy en- 
deavors to dictate to them and annoys 
them. They are not Atheists, because 
there is, in their hearts and ‘minds, 
some remnant of religious feeling 
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which, not infrequently, emerges in 
old age. But at least as long as they 
are in good health, religion and the 
Church have no share in their lives. 

A typical exampie of the “indiffer- 
ent”’ Catholic is Giovanni Giolitti, the 
politician who had the greatest in- 
fluence in Italy during the years which 
preceded the World War of 1914-18. 
On May 30, 1904, he said: “I believe 
that it is not a mark of weakness to 
look with indifference on religious 
questions. The State and the Church 
should be two parallel lines which 
never meet. Woe unto the Church if it 
‘should wish to invade the powers of 
the State. We will be as severe towards 
it as towards anyone else who tries to 
usurp those powers.” When he ar- 
rived at the point of death, he de- 
clared that he wished to die, as he had 
always lived, within the bosom of the 
Church. 

Most urban workers, when they are 
not outspokenly irreligious, have this 
indifferent attitude. It will never be 
possible for an Italian of this type to 
understand why a man of sense should 
lose his temper over the affairs of the 
Pope, while he can go out to breathe 
the fresh air and play a game of cards 
during his hours of leisure. Italian 
folklore is full of stories in which 
priests, monks and nuns are the ob- 
ject of derision. The common people 
of Rome are the most characteristic 
representatives of this indifference and 
raillery. On one of the old gates of 
Rome there is a statue of Saint Peter 
pointing toward an open book, and 
one of Saint Paul stretching out his 
arm toward some distant point. The 
Romans will tell you that Saint Peter 
says: ‘Faith is made in Rome,” and 
that Saint Paul says: “And far away 
it is believed” (‘A Roma fan la fede, 
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altrove ci si crede”’). 

The “Idolaters” comprise the mass 
of the lower classes in Southern Italy, 
the Papal States, and a good part of 
Tuscany. The people of Naples who 
abuse the image of their patron, San 
Gennaro, calling him “Yellow Face” 
when he is slow in performing the 
miracle of making his blood boil; the 
peasants of the Abruzzi painted by 
Michetti and described by D’Annunzio 
who lick the floor of the sanctuary 
with their tongues while crawling on 
all fours toward the miraculous idol; 
the public woman who keeps a lamp 
ever burning before a holy image in 
her ‘“‘workroom”—should these Idol- 
aters be counted as Catholic? One 
would not dare to answer in the affirm- 
ative, not only because the faith and 
ideals of the Catholic Church do not 
deserve this offense, but also because 
the doctrines of the Church and the 
teaching of the clergy have no in- 
fluence whatever on them. The Sac- 
raments are to them nothing but magic 
rites which prevent the calf from dying 
and the owner of the calf from going 
to hell. The priest, after he has per- 
formed his rites, is for them a man 
like all others, if he is fortunate 
enough not to be looked upon as a per- 
son of doubtful morality. The Sicilian | 
peasant says: “Monks and priests hear 
their Mass, and break their spines” 
(“Monaci e parrini, vidici la missa e 
stoccaci li rini’’). 

It would be wrong to believe that 
the Idolaters are morally inferior be- 
ings. As a rule they are hard-working, 
temperate, good family men, and 
wholly decent people. One finds 
among them the same proportion of 
moral and immoral persons that one 
finds in any other section of any other 
population. Superstition is a malady 


50 THE PROTESTANT 


of the mind and not of the heart, nor 
does it suppress common sense in daily 
life. 

When the elections were held in 
1913 in a district of Apulia (Southern 
Italy), the clergy favored one candi- 
date, while the labor organizations 
favored another. A woman went to 
confess herself a few days before elec- 
tion day. The priest refused to hear 
her confession because her husband 
was voting for a person who had been 
disqualified by the Church. The wom- 
an said: “If you don’t confess me, 
I'll come back with my husband and 
he will beat you up.” The priest in- 
stantly confessed her. A parish priest, 
while preaching in his church, began 
to explain why the faithful should 
vote for one candidate and not for 
another. The women who filled the 
church began to shuffle their feet and 
continued to do so until the preacher 
changed his subject. Those people 
could not have written a treatise on 
the relations between State and 
Church, but there was in their minds 
a clear idea of what belonged to 
Caesar and what to God. 

An Idolater may belong to any po- 
litical party. In 1925, while I was 
being kept in the Regina Coeli prison 
of Rome, I made friends with a young 
man who was a Communist. When I 
had to leave for another prison, and 
we shook hands, he whispered to me: 
“Let us hope that the holy soul of 
Lenin is praying for us in Purgatory.” 
The Pope exists for this part of the 
Italian population just as the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury exists for the 
Christian Scientists of America. The 
Italian Idolater is as generous to his 
local sanctuary as his poverty permits. 
To the Pope, he sends nothing at all. 

Now we come to the Catholics 
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proper, those who consistently accept 
the doctrines of the Church and try 
to conform their conduct to them. 

These consistent Catholics are not so 
“consistent” as the Irish, the Poles, or 
the French Canadians. Dante severely 
condemned the attempt made against 
Boniface VIII by Nogaret and Sciarra 
Colonna, inasmuch as Boniface was 
the Vicar of Christ; but he reserved 
a place in Hell for this same Vicar of 
Christ, inasmuch as he considered him 
a simoniacal pope. The great novelist 
Manzoni, who was a rock of unstained 
Catholic faith, was also a senator of 
the Realm of Italy, and as a senator 
he voted for the abolition of the sov- 
ereignty of the Pope over Rome, de- 
spite the fact that the Pope had ex- 
communicated all those who would aid 
and abet such a “usurpation”. 

One century ago, no doubt, con- 
sistent Catholics were more numerous 
in Italy than they are now. Yet be- 
tween 1848 and 1880, the schools were 
withdrawn from the control of the 
Catholic clergy, the religious ceremony 
of marriage was deprived of civil val- 
idity, the clergy lost all the privileges 
claimed for it by Canon Law and most 
of its property was confiscated, the 
amplest liberty of discussion and of 
propaganda was granted to all re- 
ligious faiths and organizations, and 
last but not least, the Pope was dis- 
possessed of the sovereignty which he 
held over Central Italy. The Pope ex- 
communicated all those who had a 
share in this anti-clerical legislation. 
No particular attention was paid to 
his excommunications. Pius IX, had he 
taken the trouble to examine the lists 
of volunteers who joined his colors be- 
tween 1860 and 1870, would have dis- 
covered that they were Dutch, Bel- 
gian, Swiss, French, Irish, Spanish, 
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Austrian; there was even a Turk; few 
were Italians, and fewer still were 
inhabitants of the States of the 
Church. 

During the Risorgimento, the Ital- 
ian Catholic movement drew its 
strength, or rather its weakness, above 
all from noblemen who remained loyal 
to the old dynasties, a mummified high 
clergy, and journalists without influ- 
ence who professed allegiance to the 
absolutistic conceptions of De Maistre. 
These people did not give a single 
martyr to the cause of the Pope. 

To be sure, September 20, 1870, the 
day on which the Italian troops occu- 
pied Rome, was a day of mourning for 
Italian consistent Catholics. But most 
of them were consoled easily enough, 
as was the parish priest of Masserano, 
a small town of Piedmont. He filled 
two bottles with the choicest wine of 
his vineyard, sealed them, and decreed 
that they should be kept in the cellar 
of the parish house as a gift to the 
Pope who made peace with Italy. The 
two bottles were handed over to Pius 
XI, on September 4, 1929, according 
to an account published in the Italian 
press the next day. 

In 1874, the Holy See “advised” 
Italian Catholics to remain aloof from 
national elections, and the “advice” 
(“non-expedit”) became a categorical 
“prohibition” in 1886. Since about 
forty per cent of the Italian electorate 
habitually abstained from voting, the 
Vatican boasted that this was the con- 
sequence of the papal veto. But when 
the veto was repealed, the number of 
- voters who went to the polls did not 
increase in any appreciable proportion. 
Catholics had gone to the polls even 
when the Pope forbade them to do so. 
The only new development was that 
the Catholics cast their vote for their 
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own candidates and no longer for 
“Conservatives” or ‘Liberals’. 

Their candidates always refrained 
from mentioning the Roman Question 
during their electoral campaigns. Had 
they touched on this question, they 
would have been heading for disaster. 
Thus an amusing situation arose: 
while the Holy Father was complain- 
ing about the usurpation of his former 
territories and the Catholics outside 
Italy were complaining along with the 
Holy Father, the Italian Catholic can- 
didates and deputies uttered never a 
word about the Roman Question either 
during their electoral campaigns or in 
Parliament. 

There are two Churches in Italy. 
One is the national church, which is 
that of the lower clergy and of the 
people; its seat is in the parishes. The 
other is the church of the higher clergy 
and of the Papacy, which is an inter- 
national institution; its seat is in the 
Vatican. 

The fact that the majority of the 
officials in the Vatican Curia is Italian 
is viewed by Italians, even anti-clerical, 
with complacency. But while the non- 
Italian sees in the Vatican an “Italian’’ 
institution, the Italian sees in it a cos- 
mopolitan institution. He never re- 
gards the Vatican as part and parcel 
of Italian life. The Vatican is some- 
thing like the courts of absolute sov- 
ereigns before the nineteenth century. 
At that time an Italian could become 
minister to the king of Spain or 
France; a prince of the House of Savoy 
could become a general in the Austrian 
army; many Germans were officials at 
the Russian Court. Dynastic fidelity, 
and not origins, counted. The high 
military, ecclesiastical, and civil bu- 
reaucracy of the Hapsburgs with its 
“Austrian patriotism” was, until 1918, 
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the penultimate survivor of the ancient 
regime. The Pontifical court is the 
last. Popes and the higher clergy can 
not entirely destroy national feelings 
in their souls, but they superimpose on 
it another frame of mind which goes 
under the name of “Roman spirit” 
(“Romanita”). Often conflicts arise 
between national feeling and “Roman 
spirit”. While the high prelate is im- 
bued with “Roman spirit’, the small 
curate is everywhere strongly anchored 
in his parish and his parishioners. 
Those at the helm of the government 
during the Italian Risorgimento had 
a clear idea of the gap existing be- 
tween the Vatican and the higher 
clergy on the one hand, and the popu- 
lar Italian church on the other. They 
attacked the bishops, the religious or- 
ders, and the Vatican, but they did not 
touch the parishes. Such tactics ex- 
plain the ease of their victories. Those 
consistent Catholics who have striven 
to uphold the pretensions of the high- 
er clergy to preeminence and of the 
Vatican to political sovereignty have 
never had a whit of power in Italy, 
because they had no appreciable in- 
fluence over the popular national Ital- 
ian church. 

How numerous are the “Catholics 
proper” in Italy? We can get a rough 
estimate by examining the returns of 
the national election in 1919. This 
election was held under the system of 
universal suffrage and proportional 
representation, which permitted each 
party to mobilize under its own banner 
all the forces available in the country. 
The Populist Party “Partito Popolare 
Italiano”) had candidates in all con- 
stituencies and was supported by the 
clergy as well as by all Catholic or- 
ganizations. Though it professed not 
to be a ‘Catholic party”, it was “the 
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party of the Catholics.” Thus the lat- 
ter had a chance to express by plebi- 
scite their will to influence national 
politics through a party that repre- 
sented their political, social, and moral 
beliefs. They polled 1,170,000 out of 
5,628,000 votes, i.e. about one-fifth of 
the total. 2,400,000, i.e. two-fifths of 
the votes, went to the Socialist Party, 
whose outlook was essentially anti- 
clerical, and whose candidates were 
hostile to the Church. The remainder, 
2,100,000, i.e. two-fifths of the votes, 
went to the other parties. Among these 
the republicans, the Reformist Social- 
ists, the ‘‘Radicals’, and last but not 
least, the Fascists belonged to the anti- 
clerical tradition. The “Liberals” were 
mainly indifferent or idolaters. In 
short, not more than one-fifth of the 
Italian population may be regarded as 
“Catholic proper.” 

Four sections of Northern Italy 
(Piedmont, Liguria, Lombardy, and 
Venetia), which in 1919 contained 
one-third of the total population of 
the nation, contributed 613,000 votes 
to the Populist Party, that is, one half 
of the votes received by the party in all 
of Italy. To these 613,000 votes, the 
cities of major importance contributed 
scarcely 70,000, while the smaller 
towns and the country districts gave 
540,000 votes—or six-sevenths. In the 
four most characteristic sections of 
Southern Italy (Basilicata, Calabria, 
Sicily, and Sardinia), which contained 
one-fifth of the total population, the 
Populist Party received only 115,000 
votes, that is, one-tenth of its total 
national vote, and one-ninth of. the 
vote in those regions. Here again 
the more populous cities gave scarcely 
13,000 votes, while the other nine- 
tenths came from the less populous 
centers. These figures show conclu- 
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sively that the “Catholics proper” live 
in the rural areas, and especially in 
Northern Italy. 

To explain this striking difference 
between North and South, one has to 
consider the fact that in the North, 
most of the rural population lives in 
small scattered nuclei. A half century 
ago, the parish priest was the only 
person with a smattering of learning 
who came in daily contact with the 
peasantry, knew its needs, and acted 
as a moral guide as well as minister 
of the sacraments. Little by little the 
municipal doctor, the elementary 
school teacher, the newspaper, and 
now the cinema and the radio have 
infringed upon the spiritual monopoly 
of the priest, but they have not com- 
pletely destroyed it. In general the 
rural clergy responded rather success- 
fully to new conditions by multiplying 
its own activity in the field of social 
service. The conditions are quite dif- 
ferent in the South. Here the peas- 
antry lives usually in fair-sized towns. 
The day-laborers swarm out from the 
town in the morning to work in the 
fields and they return home in the 
evening, or at the end of the week, or 
after several weeks of absence. The 
parish priest is unable to keep on them 
the grip that comes of daily contact. 
He can meet personally only a small 
part of his overpopulated parish. Fur- 
thermore, the clergy of the South is 
less educated, less austere, more occu- 
pied by their own interests and those 
of their families than is the clergy of 
the North. 

This sketchy description of the 
groups into which (from a religious 
standpoint) the Italian population is 
divided would be inaccurate if the 
Italian ‘‘mystics” were forgotten. They 
are a subdivision of the “Catholics 
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proper”. How many there are nobody 
knows. They are to be found especial- 
ly among women, of all social stations. 
The Italian low clergy not seldom pro- 
vides unknown heroes who live a life 
of poverty and sacrifice, exposed in 
many districts to the hostility of irre- 
ligious surroundings. Italian mission- 
aries in non-Christian countries have 
carried more than their share in the 
work of evangelization. Superficial ob- 
servers do not notice the existence of 
this “mystic Italy”. Yet the Italy of St. 
Francis, of St. Catherine of Siena, and 
of Savonarola is still alive: it pro- 
duced, in the nineteenth century, Don 
Bosco, the founder of the Order of 
the Salesian Friars, a man of excep- 
tional intelligence and heroic good- 
ness. It provided Mother Cabrini, who 
devoted her great mind and heart to 
the humble Italian immigrants in the 
United States. 

The Italian Mystic accepts dogma 
without discussion. But he takes no 
interest in it. Nor does he like others 
to discuss it, even for the purpose of 
defending it; dogmatic controversies 
are not salutary to the salvation of the 
soul. That which matters to him is 
receiving the Sacraments, praying the 
Virgin Mary to take pity on sinful 
and unhappy humanity, and perform- 
ing good works in proportion to his 
means. Infinite is the number of chari- 
table works in Italy which are kept 
up by Mystics and thrive on the free, 
daily contribution of the people. It is 
common enough to find indifferents or 
anti-Catholics who contribute to these 
good works out of admiration for the 
men and women who devote to them 
treasures of abnegation and kindness. 
Characters of this type are often found 
in Russian novels; for example, Platon 
Karaiew in War and Peace. 
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Mystical Italy is not interested in 
political matters. They are even less 
important to the salvation of the soul 
than dogmatic controversies. The 
Mystic worships the Pope; if the Pope 
were a victim of personal violence, 
the Italian Mystics would give a ter- 
rible account of themselves. Protest- 
ants, if they are English, can get an 
idea of this devotion by remembering 
the feelings of the English crowds for 
their king. But to the Italian Mystic, 
the ideal Pope is Saint Peter, who 
possessed only a boat and a fishing net. 
When Pope Pius XI appeared in St. 
Peter’s Square on July 25, 1929, with 
the pomp of an Oriental despot, one of 
these Italian Mystics speaking with me 
in Paris remarked: “It would have 
been better for him to carry the Viati- 
cum to some sick person.” Only a 
half hour before, he had spoken of the 
Pope with emotion as of the being in 
whom “‘the mystic body of the Church 
takes real and living form.” Mystical 
Italy does not want to hear a word of 
what is happening at Rome: “it is 
better not to go to Rome and thus 
not to run the risk of losing one’s 
faith.” 

When Cavour was on his death-bed, 
he sent for Father Giacomo, his par- 
ish priest, and asked to be confessed. 
Although he had been excommuni- 
cated, Father Giacomo gave him ab- 
solution. The priest was called to 
Rome to account for his action. Pius 
TX summoned him to acknowledge in 
writing that he had failed in his eccle- 
siastical duties. Father Giacomo an- 
swered that he had acted according to 
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the promptings of his conscience and 
refused to make the declaration asked 
of him. He was neither a theologian 
nor a politician. He was a Mystic. In 
absolving his penitent, he had followed 
his own conscience and common sense, 
not Canon Law. A similar situation 
would perhaps be impossible in Ire- 
land, or Poland, or French Canada, or 
even in the United States. Don Bosco 
never took any interest in the terri- 
torial sovereignty of the Pope, though 
that sovereignty was swept away un- 
der his very eyes. The Pope would 
find no support in Mystic Italy if he 
took advantage of the present crisis to 
try to advance political schemes. 
Today, even more than eighty years 
ago, the temper of the Italian people 
is not such as to countenance any active 
participation of the Vatican or the Ital- 
ian Catholic hierarchy in the Italian 
government. Any post-Fascist govern- 
ment in Italy which put itself under 
the wings of the Vatican would be of 
short duration. Whoever, ignorant of 
the actual Italian conditions, thought 
that he could build a political regime 
in Italy with the help of the Pope 
would build on sand. The Pope him- 
self would be the most lamentable 
victim of such a mistake. The only 
wise thing for Pope Pius XII to do in 
the present emergency is to abstain 
from political manoeuvering and to 
hope and pray that the Italians forgive 
him and his predecessor for their re- 
sponsibility in aiding and abetting 
Mussolini and in the consequent suf- 
ferings of their unhappy country. 
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The Rome radio in its official Italian Government (Badoglio) broadcast, 
in Italian to Home and Empire, on August 9, 1943, said: “The Tribuna 
(Turin) pointing out the fine behaviour of the Italian bishops writes: It is in 
their personalities that the virtues of a people shine out. It is the most trying 
circumstances that form the testing grounds of a nation. The enemy has ex- 
pressly decided it demands the unconditional surrender of Italy, no matter 
what kind of government is there. Therefore, it is up to Italy to weld its des- 
tiny and to show the enemy she is harmoniously united to gain her salvation. 
There must not be any show of weakness before a ruthless enemy. The nation 
has with the Badoglio government the safest “life-belt” of its honor. But it 
must vender unto Marshal Badoglio all its useful trust in order to aid him con- 
quer this critical moment in the life of the nation... . The bishops of Italy 
have become interpreters of this supreme necessity... . The bishops of Italy are 
at the battle stations, as the noblest and proudest apostles of supreme devotion 
to the fatherland. Even in other solemn hours in our very recent history, the 
Italian bishops were proudly in the first ranks with our people.” 

The Vatican has a radio too. It is very powerful. In its broadcast on 
Aug. 24, 1943, to India and to the Roman Catholic press all over the world, it 
said: “Ryssia: The systematic and persistent persecution directed against all 
religion by Soviet Russia is amply borne out by recent testimony of military 
chaplains who have served in the Ukraine and Southern Russia in the past two 
years. .... The presence of a chaplain one poor old woman held to be the an- 
swer to her prayers of 20 years.... The youths are completely ignorant of re- 
ligion and for that reason are unaffected by the old prejudices... . The case, 
however, is quite other with the orthodox churches who, according to a chap- 
lain who speaks with much authority, continues to be profoundly hostile to 
Rome. ... They avoid discussion on the question of reunion. But their men- 
tality is revealed in a statement made by a fervent orthodox journalist ‘Do 
you know,’ he said, ‘why our people have been able to maintain themselves 
so religious, so morally strong despite the efforts of Bolshevism over 25 years 
to destroy all religious sentiment? . .. There is one only reason. The good 
fortune of Russia in the midst of its terrible trials has been its separation in 
time from the Church of Rome, which is too indulgent and exacts too little 
from its members in making them observe the indispensable Christian laws.’ 
In other words, to Rome is imputed modern religious indifferentism and the 
growth of immortality... .‘An unbridgeable abyss, this chaplain concludes, 
‘lies still between us and our separated Russian brethren.” 


{ The above broadcasts show clearly that the Vatican and the Italian Episco- 
pate are collaborating with poison gas Badoglio in his “surrender” to the Allies, 
still maintaining their aggressive hostility towards Soviet Russia. } 


IT IS TIME TO FIGHT 
By HARRY F. WARD 


...abomb without a fuse.” 


Laski’s ‘Reflections’ on the .cevolu- 
tionary character of our age recall the 
kaleidoscope of our younger days 
which gave us a series of brilliant pris- 
matic patterns by changing the po- 
sition of bits of colored glass; but 
there was never any design. The pat- 
terns that fall together by the com- 
bination of bits of Laski’s wealth of 
learning in his field of political science, 
his Marxist analysis, his observations 
and experiences in Great Britain and 
the United States, picture the four 
main features of this period—the revo- 
lutionary necessities created by the de- 
cline of capitalism; the possibilities of 
revolution by consent in Great Britain; 
the challenge flung to the world by the 
rise of the first socialist state; the 
threat of the fascist Counter-Revolu- 
tion. Parts of these portrayals are bril- 
liantly clear and suggestive, then as 
one merges into the next the forming 
outline is blurred by redundance, repe- 
tition and even contradiction. 

If it be said that “Reflections” are 
not supposed to have any design the 
answer is that then they do not belong 
in a revolutionary period when people 
are desperately put to it to find their 
way. As a matter of fact the writer 
speaks continuously of “my argument” 
or the “argument of the book,” so his 
work must be assessed on that basis. 
Then it must be added that revolutions 
are not won by argument but by fight- 
ing—on every front, and the fighting 
on the cultural front has to be done 
by exposition of facts and necessities, 


not argument. Here is the weakness of 
most intellectuals, they want to argue 
or discuss when the time has come to 
fight and to plan strategy. Over and 
over again Laski insists that if we do 
not do now what needs to be done we 
will not be able to do it after the war 
is over; it is the one consistent thread 
that runs through all his discussion. 
Yet the trumpet does not sound “To 
your tents O Israel! Choose ye this day 
whom ye will serve.” Laski says truly: 
“In the kind of world this war is call- 
ing into being it is the deed that is the 
word.” This calls for the word to be 
neither argument nor reflection, but 
proposals for action. 

The basic revolutionary necessity 
created by the decline of capitalism is 
the economic situation described in a 
well-known phrase of Marx: “When 
the conditions of production, instead 
of being aids to production becomes 
fetters upon it, the period of social 
revolution has begun.” Slightly para- 
phrased, Laski uses this a number of 
times, strangely enough without men- 
tioning its source, though he gives 
Marx credit for two other basic ideas 
that he also uses: ““The dominant ideas 
of any period are those of its ruling 
classes,” and ‘‘Freedom is the recog- 
nition of necessity.” The popular ex- 
pression of our revolutionary economic 
situation is the phrase that says we 
have an economics of scarcity when an 
economics of plenty is possible, Laski 
correctly holds that the maintenance 
of democratic processes. and the pos- 
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sibility of international government re- 
quires an economics of expansion, 
which will provide for expanding wel- 
fare. A continuance of the economics 
of restriction leads to more war and 
more fascism. Then confusion appears. 
He speaks of the “resumption” of an 
economics of plenty which we have 
never had and therefore cannot re- 
sume, and of the “resumption” of an 
economics of expansion which we have 
not had since monopoly became en- 
trenched. He himself has brilliantly 
exploded the fallacy of the Mieses- 
Lippman school, now popularized in 
the slogan “Preserve free enterprise.” 
Nevertheless his needed economic rev- 
olution fades into the ‘‘need for a diet 
of great reforms.” 

The basic necessity to change the 
relations of production if modern life 
is to realize its possibilities carries with 
it the necessity for an equally revolu- 
tionary change in the ideas and the 
values developed by, and used to sup- 
port, the existing economic arrange- 
ments. In the Marxist manner Laski 
shows how the values by which our 
age has operated have gone, because 
an expanding economy and expanding 
welfare have ceased to be. So religion 
which has been supporting them has 
no real authority. The revival of faith 
in values among men requires the 
creation of the conditions of expand- 
ing welfare. This means releasing the 
productive forces of society from the 
shackles by which they are now im- 
peded. Contrast this with the shallow 
talk about revival of spiritual values 
from the war by many churchmen, 
rabbis and politicians! 

But when it comes to the nature and 
function of revolutionary ideas we get 
again the broken pattern that leaves us 
wondering. We are told that we need 
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a revolutionary idea to defeat the 
Counter-Revolution; that it was a rev- 
olutionary idea in Great Britain to 
propose an education that would make 
every citizen a person able to share in 
community control. We learn that “It 
is a new idea that we are seeking to 
domesticate in persuading men to 
make power the servant of peace in- 
stead of war,” that a revolution is in 
progress in the Far East—the revolt 
against colonialism; that a revolution 
has already shaped itself in men’s 
minds which makes them judge states 
by their power to offer the masses eco- 
nomic security upon the basis of ex- 
panding welfare. The keystone to bind 
these things in due proportion is 
shown us but not used to build the 
arch. It is the democratic necessity to 
set liberty now in the context of equal- 
ity. This is the revolutionary word be- 
cause, as Laski points out, it requires 
the social ownership of the means of 
production—the revolutionary deed. 
The revolution that Laski wants is 
revolution by consent. For years he 
has popularized that phrase. Now he 
sees it as the fundamental issue all 
over the world over which the war is 
being fought. Actually, as he himself 
shows, the real issue is whether the 
fascist Counter-Revolution is to con- 
trol the world for a period; and the 
defeat of the fascists does not guar- 
antee a social revolution by consent. 
Marx, Engels and Lenin long ago con- 
ceded that England and perhaps, but 
less likely, the United States, consti- 
tuted the possible exceptions to the 
historic law that reaction never sur- 
renders without fighting to the last 
ditch. The argument on the issue is 
well-known. What Laski proposes for 
England is the taking over of the key 
economic positions by the democratic 
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state—capital and credit; the land; 
import and export trade; transport, 
fuel and power. This would not con- 
stitute the socialist state but only the 
foundation from which it might be 
built. This is the situation that exists 
in the Baltic states which have been 
taken into the Soviet Union. There it 
means development into socialism, in 
England it could be only state capital- 
ism. 

On the chances of socialism thus 
coming into being in England Laski’s 
statements have to be sorted out and 
put together, then they recall the jour- 
ney of one of Bunyan’s pilgrims. On 
the general issue of the transfer of the 
keys of economic power by consent he 
says: “My own answer is that frankly 
I do not know.” On the balance of 
probabilities he argues that the best 
chance of success is during the war. 
But there is little indication that the 
ruling classes recognize this situation. 
So, “ I don’t venture to predict.” He 
thinks it might have been done after 
Dunkirk, and even now if the nation 
saw it was necessary to the winning of 
the war it would consent. But this calls 
for great leadership. Then he shows 
us that the Labor Party is suffered on 
the understanding that it will not act 
upon its principles; that the acts of its 
leaders contradict their principles; that 
a spiritual revolution in the party is 
needed. Then he questions whether the 
necessary time is “at our disposal.” 

Over and over again, until it be- 
comes repetitious, Laski describes the 
economic and psychological factors in 
the post-war situation that will then 
make it impossible to achieve revolu- 
tion by consent. One of them is a 
classic example of academic caution 
and British understatement: ‘“The 
temptation of the vested interests to 
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defend the existing order is I think 
bound to be great.”” Next he tells us: 
“Tt is at least an open question whether 
agreement can be achieved by consent 
when the main psychological impulse 
to agreement no longer has the dra- 
matic validity that common danger im- 
poses. ... The factors are beyond our 
present power to estimate.” Then he 
records his own conviction that if the 
foundations of revolution by consent 
are not laid by the Armistice the 
classes will not have enough in com- 
mon to decide their differences by con- 
sent and “the final disposition of 
forces will be determined not by dis- 
cussion but by violence.” After that 
the chapter ends on the previous note 
of academic uncertainty. So revolution 
by consent turns out to be a bomb 
without a fuse and the discussion to be 
time lost from the necessary business 
of defeating the fascist Counter-Revo- 
lution at home and abroad. 

The Soviet Union provides the acid 
test of one’s understanding of the 
revolutionary nature of our times be- 
cause its rise to power marks the be- 
ginning of the socialist period of 
history. Laski’s attitude toward the 
Russian revolution is a mixture of 
damnation and laudation. On _ the 
points of Soviet policy where objective 
critical assessment is needed he gives 
the worst possible interpretation. The 
Finnish incident was brutal, hypocriti- 
cal aggression, “a nation of four mil- 
lion cannot be a serious threat to a 
nation of one hundred and eighty mil- 
lion.” But later: “It is difficult to see 
how Russia can leave Finland open to 
possible use by Germany again.” The 
purges were the punishment of per- 
sonal enemies, the inevitable result of 
the claim of infallibility that outlaws 
criticism—evidently he has never read 
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Stalin’s speech, “Dizziness from Suc- 
ceess,”’ that followed the disastrous re- 
sults of the forcible collectivization 
policy. Stalin is a dictator who governs 
in the Byzantine tradition—a Russian 
Robespierre. Unity is imposed from 
above, and power is concentrated in 
an inner party bureaucracy. Yet the 
Soviet Union is a new civilization, pro- 
viding an opportunity of service which 
evokes a massive capacity of response 
which is apparently inexhaustible, 
proving conclusively that people do 
not need money rewards to develop 
the highest quality of service and in- 
itiative. The workers and peasants 
have learned responsibility for the ex- 
ercise of power and acquired an in- 
terest in the regime from participation 
in its governance. The former subject 
nationalities of the Soviet Union have 
made more material and intellectual 
progress in twenty-five years than the 
people of India have made in a century 
and a half of British rule. Because the 
productive relations of the Soviet 
Union permit expansion the motive of 
aggression is out, except on grounds of 
external security. Finally we learn that 
there is in the Soviet Union a real 
freedom, an emancipation which the 
mass of men have never known in any 
other society, “a positive freedom 
which, so far in history, the vast 
majority of human beings have hardly 
even known they might dare to claim.” 

How these fruits can come from the 
evil tree he first described Laski does 
not stop to ask, though he does offer 
the startling suggestion that the rulers, 
and still more the people, of Britain 
and America can restore to the Rus- 
sian Revolution that power to achieve 
the balance between individual liberty 
and social security which is the objec- 
tive of all political effort. Because the 
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same contradictory dualism character- 
izes the attitude of many of our in- 
tellectuals toward the Soviet Union, 
and because, as Laski warns us, it is 
going to be difficult to maintain even 
the British-Soviet alliance to say 
nothing of our unratified relations, 
after the war, it is important to ask 
how such contradictions could arise 
and remain unsolved in Laski’s writ- 
ing. The answer is that in his de- 
nunciations Laski speaks as a partisan 
in the bitter Socialist-Communist doc- 
trinal and tactical war in which Stalin 
is the arch-devil. In his Olympian 
judgments about Soviet international 
relations he is the voice of the above 
the battle pseudo-objectivity of the 
academic mind. In his description of 
the nature and distribution of power in 
the Soviet Union the classical base of 
his training in political science supet- 
sedes the Marxist analysis, he resorts 
to formal logic about what happens 
when people get power. He has evi- 
dently never studied and analyzed the 
relations between the party and the 
people, nor what takes the place of the 
parliamentary opposition of capitalist 
democracy in a socialist society. If he 
did I think he would conclude with 
some others that on the balance there 
has been more diffusion than concen- 
tration of power. Certainly the war 
did not suddenly produce the unity 
and initiative that have characterized 
its conduct in Russia. The tap root of 
Laski’s impossible interpretation of the 
nature of the Soviet regime is that 
dangerous vice of the intellectual, 
which was the reason that most of 
them in Russia forsook the revolution 
they had helped to make: they want 
to do things for the people instead of 
leading, helping and showing them 
how to do things for themselves. So 


60 THE PROTESTANT 


he speaks of what the dictatorship has 
done for the masses, and what plan- 
ning can do for them in the West. 
Like so many others he talks of a 
planned society instead of a planning 
society. This unconscious use of»lan- 
guage expresses what may be called 
the original sin of the intellectual. 


When it comes to the present job, 
on which all possible development of 
the social revolution of our times de- 
pends, Laski is clearer. The fascism we 
are fighting is the Counter-Revolution 
he says. It is in its endeavor to destroy 
the first socialist state of history. In 
the West fascism is the preventive 
Counter-Revolution, operating ahead 
of time, seeking to prevent the de- 
velopment of democracy because it 
leads in the direction of some form of 
socialist society. Laski sees that fas- 
cism is a phase of capitalism conceal- 
ing itself in an increasing use of the 
state for its defense and the achieve- 
ment of its ends, at the price of shar- 
ing its gains and power with the bar- 
barians who run the state. Laski has 
for some time proclaimed the incom- 
patibility between capitalism and de- 
mocracy, and the certainty that one 
must supersede the other. This time 
his thesis is weakened by being posed 
as a conflict for mastery between eco- 
nomic monopoly and political democ- 
racy. This again is confusion because 
it looks in the backward direction of 
the attempt to regulate monopoly in- 
stead of forward to the extension of 
democracy to the economic field, 
which is what he wants. 

Laski sees that the present trend is 
toward the Counter-Revolution be- 
cause the war economy has concen- 
trated ownership economic power in 
still fewer hands. That will mean more 
restrictionism after the war, and with 
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that will come imperialism and refusal 
to relinquish sovereignty instead of 
international economic aid and inter- 
national government. Then the back- 
tracking begins again. We are told 
that international organization in the 
post-war period seems to imply above 
all an economic foundation; that the 
drift to the Counter-Revolution is in- 
evitable if we allow conditions to de- 
velop in which there is no other way 
in which privilege can protect its in- 
terests. What kind of a revolution is 
one that protects privilege? Is this the 
professorial desire for accuracy intro- 
ducing all the qualifications that re- 
duce the previous positive statements 
to zero? Or is it the intellectual draw- 
ing back from decision as the revolu- 
tionary period moves from discussion 
into action. 


Whichever it is, or something of 
both, it is a warning to all intellectuals 
here where the situation is worse than 
it is in England, where one position 
after another that is necessary for the 
winning of the post-war period by the 
democratic forces is being taken by the 
forces of reaction, North Africa, labor 
relations, anti-inflation, post-war plan- 
ning. The one sharp challenge that 
Laski throws at us is that we win now 
on the home front or we cannot win 
afterwards. Otherwise his book is a 
somber warning to all intellectuals of 
the danger of futility. In the end his 
brilliant patterns fade into the mists 
of uncertainty and doubt. A book that 
began with the strange assertion that 
no small part of its doctrine is the out- 
come of pride in the amazing endur- 
ance and heroism of the people of 
Britain and Russia—an emotional 
foundation—ends by way of a quota- 
tion from a seventeenth century ser- 
mon, with the statement that “we shall 
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never be forgiven unless we make our 
knowledge a living part of the world 
that knowledge can shape.” Here is 
revealed another vice of the intellec- 
tuals. Knowledge cannot shape any 
world, it can only make the shaping 
possible. It takes passion and will to 
make a new world, and much fight- 
ing, of all sorts. For us the revolution 
of our times can be put in a phrase, it 
is the completion of the democratic 
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revolution that our fathers started. 
That will take us into the period of 
history which lies beyond capitalist 
democracy. At present we are losing 
the war on the home front and if that 
is lost the war over all the seas will 
never be won, no matter what victories 
of arms are recorded. Even they are 
now in danger. It is time to fight—all 
along the far-flung line, but especially 
on the home front. 


IF WE WILL PAY THE PRICE... 


We have let other men than ourselves carry the burden of building the king- 
dom of God on earth, while we consumed our energies in wrestling with 
demons of creedalism and sectarianism. The Christian church has yet to muster 
its power in the dawning of the century of the common man. It has yet to speak 
with power to the millions of oppressed, to the great masses of workers, to 
those who under different revelations choose to serve their own faiths rather 
than our own. 

This is no time for the summer soldier and the sunshine patriot in religion. 
Magnanimity, tolerance of other faiths, a devotion to a new commonwealth of 
nations where justice dwells, these are called for in this day of warfare. The 
urgency of the crisis offers us no alternative. As in Franco’s rebel Spain, as in 
Russia under the Czar in days of the Revolution, as in Norway under Hitler's 
men, churchmen must decide, as do all men, whether our faith in the people is 
stronger than our fear of change and adaptation to an era being born. 

Real perils face us and the pulpit and the church press dare not be silent: 
clerical fascism is at work, the enemies of labor seek here in America the de- 
struction of mobilized workmen. The National Association of Manufacturers 
seek to dine the clergy into a blessing on their plans to set the clock of man- 
kind backward. Tumult and friction of mind, and today of body, is a part of 
the process of winning and retaining freedom, as we children of Jefferson and 
Lincoln should well know. We enter ad period when the church and its spirit- 
ual resources can marshall the conscience of the people if we will pay the price 
in candor, sacrifice and patience in the power of the children marching under 
God's banners. 


[Quotation from address by Rev. Stephen H. Frichtman, editor The 
Christian Register, Boston, before the Associated Church Press at its 
annual conference, Hotel Prince George, Thursday, May 6th, 1943.} 


CHICAGO SIGNPOST 
By KERMIT EBY 


—A personal tale with a social point. 


Included in Kermit Eby’s experience is a rural Dunker background, 
graduation from a denominational college and the University of Chi- 
cago, work in farm, factory and road gang, teaching from grade school 
to college, contact with imperialism and reaction in the Orient while 
with a Quaker Good-will Mission, active participation in the sit-down 
strikes in Michigan, fwe and a half years as executive secretary of the 
Chicago Teachers Union, and campaign director of the Independent 


Voters’ Committee of Ilinois. 


ESUS censored the Pharisees, Mat- 

thew tells us, when they asked for a 
sign from heaven, by replying to their 
request, ““O ye hypocrites, ye can dis- 
cern the face of the sky; but can ye 
not discern the signs of the times?” 

To me, the signs of the times mean 
that fascism and reaction are on the 
march; and that the forces of liberal- 
ism and progress are confused and 
without a program. 

Late in August, 1942, I intervened 
to prevent the unjust dismissal of 
George Guernsey as editor of the 
American Teacher, As consulting edi- 
tor, I had worked with Mr. Guernsey 
for five years. Of his talents as an 
editor there could be no doubt; of his 
integrity no question. Nevertheless, 
the controlling group in the American 
Federation of Teachers were deter- 
mined to fire him, and have fired me 
for intervening in his behalf. The at- 
tempt to fire George Guernsey and my 
dismissal are a part of an historical 
process. For years, there has been a 
struggle for power in the American 
Federation of Teachers between East- 
ern locals—New York and Philadel- 
phia, and the Mid-western ones, par- 
ticularly Chicago and Cleveland. Three 
and one-half years ago this struggle 
reached a climax when an alliance was 


formed between the New York Guild 
led by Professor George S. Counts and 
the Chicago group led by John Fewkes 
and advised by Irving R. Kuenzli, 
Secretary-Treasurer of the American 
Federation of Teachers. Its objectives 
were (1) to defeat Jerome Davis, in- 
cumbent, for the presidency and (2) 
te oust the Communist locals—New 
York and Philadelphia, from the 
A.F.T. In order to achieve these ob- 
jectives and to avoid the appearance 
of an immediate triumph of reaction, 
the Chicago union supported George 
Counts for the presidency. (Counts, 
by reputation a liberal, became the 
front for the ultra-reactionary Chicago 
local.) During his second year as 
president, the Eastern locals were 
thrown out. During his third term, the 
right wing influences in the union con- 
solidated themselves; and in August, 
1942 John Fewkes was elected presi- 
dent of the American Federation of 
Teachers. 


All the while that this was going on, 
some of us close to Local +41 were 
advising all and sundry who would 
listen—a few did—that Communists, 
to the conservative, reactionary, con- 
trolling clique in Chicago, were all 
who had a liberal idea, and that before 
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the purge was ended the liberals would 
suffer the same fate as the Communists. 
Exactly that is happening. 

George Guernsey was employed by 
the A.F.T. when Jerome Davis was 
president. A majority of the Executive 
Council which employed him was 
made up of members of the since- 
ousted locals. However, he was given 
tenure by. the group now in control. 
As editor and consulting editor, 
George and I took the position that 
the magazine should serve the cause 
of teacher education. We were mo- 
tivated by the belief that teachers 
could be secure in their jobs only if job 
security were achieved for all workers; 
and we were unwilling for the maga- 
zine to become a puff sheet for po- 
litically ambitious men in the A.F.T. 
and A.F. of L. We felt ourselves a 
part of a movement. Our identifica- 
tion, if any, was with the people. To 
us, the C.I.O. was an historical de- 
velopment, and Communists were 
people, not devils. Occasionally, we 
were seen in the presence of the con- 
demned. Actually, we often found 
them more intelligent and entertaining 
than their accusers. Consequently, we 
were never permitted to become a part 
of the evolving alliance between the 
leadership of the A.F.T. and the right 
wing of the A.F. of L. Ours was an 
increasingly precarious position. We 
were employees, individuals, without a 
base of political support in the organi- 
zations we served. This was so because 
for five and a half years the liberals in 
Chicago, some two hundred in num- 
ber, were either being pushed out of 
positions of responsibility in Local #1 
or withdrew because of feelings of 
futility. They were more fortunate 
than George Guernsey and I; their 
economic security could not be threat- 
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ened. Teachers’ unions do not have a 
closed shop. 

Neither George nor I were Com- 
munists. Both George and I believed 
that the danger in America was not 
from the left, but from the right. 
Now, at least, I am convinced (and so, 
I think, is George) because of our ex- 
perience, that that which was theo- 
retically true is also demonstrably so! 

After I intervened in Mr. Guernsey’s 
behalf, the officers of Local #41 asked 
for my resignation. They wanted me 
to depart quietly so that my “repu- 
tation would be spared.” I insisted, 
however, on the hearing which my 
contract provided. The revelations at 
the trial established what many of us 
suspected: the controlling group of 
Local #41 would rather destroy the 
Union than tolerate a liberal leader- 
ship. But even more amazing was 
their attitude as they did so. To them, 
I was a devil who threatened their 
security, the enemy of all they held 
sacred; consequently, they were not 
bound by any rules of decency when 
they tried and fired me. It was the 
same type of reaction which fright- 
ened me so when the New York and 
Philadelphia locals were expelled— 
“to hell with the rules of procedures 
and decency. After all, these people 
are only Communists” (and, under 
their breath, “Jewish ones, besides!’’) 

The first lawyer employed to help 
dismiss me was Phil R. Davis, company 
union lawyer, intimate and friend of 
members of the Chicago Tribune firm. 
In the course of the travesty, the ma- 
jority group of the Executive Board 
denied the friendly efforts of media- 
tion by Dr. John A. Lapp, nationally 
known labor arbitrator; denied my 
union, the Office Employees, #420732, 
the right of being represented at the 
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trial; and rejected the intervention of 
Commissioner Monroe of the U. S. 
Conciliation service, thereby denying 
me every right they insisted on for 
themselves as union members. 

Also, as the travesty progressed, a 
motion was made to stop the trial and 
vote at a given time, irrespective of 
the status of the trial. Witnesses per- 
jured themselves against me, and did 
so without blushing—“They didn’t 
need to tell the truth. After all, they 
had the votes,” they knew. My trial 
before the Executive Board lasted 
eleven hours. Every charge against me 
was refuted. When the trial began, the 
vote against me was seventeen to 
twelve; when it ended, it was seven- 
teen to twelve! Evidence meant 
nothing, prejudice everything to the 
seventeen. However, to the twelve, it 
was the handwriting on the wall. Per- 
sons who believed that union politics, 
politics of any kind, was beneath them, 
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have dedicated themselves to the task 
of electing a slate to office for the 
Union which will reverse the trend and 
bring back into positions of union ac- 
tivity the individuals capable of de- 
veloping and maintaining a progres- 
sive teachers’ union in Chicago. It took 
my trial to finally convince them that 
purges started to drive out Communists 
and so-called Communists ended in the 
purge of everyone who had an idea 
and believed that there can be no 
security for anyone until there is secur- 
ity for all. 

One day when I was in Japan, a 
young professor came up to me after 
a discussion of the Japanese aggression 
in Manchuria and said, ‘Either the 
conscience of the world is moved and 
action is taken to stop the aggression 
of our militarists in Manchuria, or I 
will be sentenced to death; you will be 
sentenced to death; and our kind of 
people the world around.” 


EAGLE 


—In Germany it is a penal offense to speak in favor of 


birth control. 


on SE ae stork and not the eagle is 

called the bird of war” was the 
caption heading a newspaper para- 
graph which summarized the talk de- 
livered by a professor of sociology, 
Henry Pratt Fairchild, before the 
Foreign Policy Association. He is 
quoted as saying that a century of 
stationary population the world over 
would do more for international peace 
than any number of treaties and pacts; 
and that the means for this objective 
are the wide dissemination and full 


accessibility of scientific birth-control 
facilities. 

This has all the ear-marks of com- 
mon-sense in a world that is being 
forced to consider fundamental reme- 
dies for conditions that need the con- 
trol of rational thinking and behavior. 
Birth-control is a rational and human 
step in the emancipation of man from 
his position as Nature’s puppet. And, 
more specifically, a rational and hu- 
man step in the emancipation of 
woman from her position as the pup- 


1943 


pet of both man and Nature. But un- 
fortunately it takes more than world 
chaos and an economic crisis of para- 
lyzing dimensions to strip the subject 
of the mists of superstition, prejudice 
and ignorance that obscure it from the 
average person. 

In Germany a law has been submit- 
ted for cabinet approval making it a 
penal offense to speak in favor of 
birth-control. In overcrowded Italy the 
cty for more children was simultaneous 
with the ruthless war on Ethiopia. 
Japan clamors for colonies to take care 
of her overflowing population. The 
“right” to territorial expansion at the 
expense of one’s neighbors’ “right” to 
peace and security was never chal- 
lenged until the end of the happy hunt- 
ing grounds was in sight. Now, in 
spite of defensive nationalism, the 
nations are uniting in alarm to say: 
Stay in your own back-yard or accept 
the compromise our joint interests de- 
mand. The anomaly of nations over- 
burdened with population and poor in 
resources calling on the tribe to in- 
crease, to furnish more warriors, to 
fight more battles, to get more territory 
for more children, ad infinitum, is a 
matter for world concern. 

So it is that birth-control, as sane 
considered action, is being forced on 
the attention of the individual, the 
nation, and the society of nations, in 
terms of existing economic pressure. 
And so it is that, because of the extent 
and duration of the pressure, the voice 
of reason has a chance of penetrating 
the atavistic murk which has prevented 
birth-control from operating in the 
open, as a matter of course, for the 
good of the individual and society. 

Man is not spawned upon the earth 
with automatic means for survival, he 
is brought forth in the sweat of 
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woman’s brow, and by the sweat of 
his brow he must maintain himself. 
In either materialistic or religious phil- 
osophy it is conceded that the responsi- 
bility for the development of his facul- 
ties is his own; both God and Nature 
decree it. Why then should he shirk 
the control of his reproductive faculty ? 

Divest the subject of birth-control 
of the moral and religious trappings 
which hide its roots and we find the 
fear and reverence that primitive man 
gave Nature, whose infinite resource 
was the mysterious power to create 
life. Man has incorporated his primi- 
tive fear of Nature into religious and 
moral concepts because the gift of life 
is awe-inspiring. He has confused 
God with Nature in respect to the pro- 
creation of man because his spiritual 
stature seemed to demand it, missing 
the significance of the fact that all 
God’s gifts to man are conveyed 
through Nature and must be wrested 
from her. Man’s mental and spiritual 
growth has depended on his ability to 
control and use the blind prolific forces 
of Nature. The gift of life is one of 
them, and neither God nor Nature 
will take the responsibility for its 
abuse. 

Nature is prodigal. She furnishes 
man, as she does the fish, with in- 
numerable germ-plasms, whose liberal- 
ity is discounted by accident and death 
in her feckless scheme. Although the 
period of gestation and the hazards of 
birth increase in complexity in the 
ascending scale of fish to man, al- 
though man battles the undue fertility 
of Nature in animal and plant life, he 
has said in effect: What is good 
enough for the fish is good enough for 
me. Let Nature’s law reign supreme 
so far as life itself is concerned. We 
will sacrifice Woman on Nature’s 
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altar, we will count on accident as 
Nature does to reduce our surplus. We 
prefer reckoning with the Four Horse- 
men of the Apocalypse, War, Famine, 
Death and Pestilence, to the use of the 
reason which has raised us slowly and 
painfully above the level of Nature’s 
other products. 

It is not strange that the victim of 
this wholesale capitulation, woman, 
should be slow to rebel. Because she 
is the biological agent of life, woman 
has borne the brunt of an instinctive 
identification with Nature, and her 
development as a human being has 
been retarded by an atavistic worship 
of her purely reproductive function. 
Man has imposed upon her, out of his 
ignorance and fear of the body, the 
dictum of the church in regard to her 
biological function. He has sought to 
hedge her into the narrow confine of 
physical maternity because he distrusts 
her power to give or withhold life. 

Has woman forgotten that she must 
help herself? Has she forgotten that 
in the middle ages churchmen gravely 
debated the question of whether or not 
she had a soul? She has developed a 
mind and a soul in spite of man and 
Nature, and she must use them to help 
herself, seeing clearly that in so doing 
she is helping all the children of men 
to a higher conception of man’s des- 
tiny, a conception that repudiates with 
scorn the idea that God wills that 
woman should reproduce her kind, by 
accident and not intent, without re- 
course to the scientific means by which 
we have learned to control Nature’s 
other menaces. 

Birth-control is woman’s inalienable 
right as a human being, her one pro- 
tection against Nature’s wasteful 
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laissez-faire, and in keeping women in 
subjection to Nature’s blind provi- 
dence, the human race has been ab- 
jectly inconsistent. It is now obvious 
to whoever has eyes to see that man 
has endangered his security and ham- 
pered, not only his mental, but his 
material progress, through his super- 
stitious fear of the reproductive fac- 
ulty. The cost to women does not 
bear thinking of; it is incalculable. 

Women have demonstrated, rising 
above centuries of enslavement and 
handicap, that their social conscience 
and their mental and spiritual po- 
tentialities are at least the equal of 
man’s, and made of the same stuff of 
life. Let them then establish beyond 
controversy, that theirs is the right and 
the duty, as individuals and as mem- 
bers of Society, to perfect and employ 
scientific methods of birth-control in 
their own interests and the interests of 
the human race. 

Until women can choose to bear 
children, as a privilege and a duty, or 
choose not to bear them, until men 
share with women the sense of re- 
sponsibility which should go with the 
choice, they have no security as in- 
dividuals, and their rights as individ- 
uals will continue to be challenged by 
an unstable society. Until woman 
annihilates the nature-myth which 
hides her from herself and man, the 
stork and not the eagle will continue 
to be the bird of war, and woman will 
continue to pour into his maw her own 
blood, which is the blood and sinew 
and mind and heart of humanity. 
Woman’s duty to herself is her duty to 
the race. It is her crusade for peace, 
for justice, for the integrity of the in- 
dividual, for the salvation of society. 
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CANADA AND U. S. S. R. 
By RAYMOND ARTHUR DAVIES 


—Canada will be able to serve as interpreter of the 
U.S.S.R. to the United States just as it is serving as in- 
terpreter of Great Britain to the United States at present. 


Ow May ,11, 1943 Canada made 
another historic forward step in 
the direction of independent relation- 
ship with the world. On that day 
Prime Minister W. L. Mackenzie King 
announced that “Canada as an im- 
portant producer of war supplies for 
the U.S.S.R. is to become a direct party 
to the protocol setting forth supplies 
to be furnished to Russia in the year 
beginning July 1, 1943.” This was an 
important departure, for in the past 
Canada participated in Lend-Lease 
arrangements only in a_ subsidiary 
capacity, through the medium of Great 
Britain and the United States. 

Mr. King’s announcement high- 
lighted another important develop- 
ment—Canada’s determination to pur- 
sue a policy of close relationship with 
the Soviet Union not only during but 
also after the war. é 

Nor is this astonishing. Canada 
needs Russian collaboration and 
friendship. At the same time there is 
little doubt that the Soviet Union, too, 
can gain by cooperation with Canada. 

To understand the underlying 
reasons for this it is but necessary to 
review briefly certain Canadian eco- 
nomic developments since the begin- 
ning of the war. 

Before 1939 Canadian economy was 
predominantly agricultural. Canadian 
products on the international market 
were closely competitive with those of 
the U.S.S.R. But since 1939 Canada 


has become a first rank industrial 
power. Per capita production of elec- 
tricity, aluminum, asbestos and ships 
is the highest in the world. Advances 
made in the engineering industry are 
amazing. The number of plants em- 
ploying more than 2,000 workers is 
now manyfold that of 1939. 

Essentially this industrial growth 
has centered around war needs. Can- 
ada produces more light guns, shells, 
bullets, radio location equipment per 
person than any other country. In many 
items Canada leads the world also 
absolutely. 

All this, while advantageous at 
present, will certainly create grave 
problems after the war. The change 
over to peacetime production, to the 
output of consumption and capital 
goods will be extremely painful, and 
might indeed prove disastrous, unless 
new markets are found. The internal 
market might offer a solution, but few 
envisage the ability of Canadians to 
buy back the vast amount of goods, 
especially engineering products and 
machine tools, that the over-expanded 
factories will be able to produce. 

The Soviet market supplies one so- 
lution. The U.S.S.R. may be able to 
absorb vast quantities of certain Cana- 
dian products, above all machines, 
trucks and agricultural implements and 
aluminum. Credits will no longer be 
a barrier, since direct Lend-Lease rela- 
tionships will have provided a firm 
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foundation for credit sales and mutual 
trust. 

In part payment for its products 
Canada will be able to take Soviet 
coal, oil, furs, certain metals, cotton, 
synthetic rubber, etc., etc. 

But direct trade is only one phase 
of the problem. Almost as important 
is the whole question of international 
aerial communications. 

Canada possesses the most valuable 
direct great circle aerial routes from 
America to Asia and Europe. The 
shortest routes from New York to 
Shanghai, Chicago to Moscow, San 
Francisco to Calcutta, all pass through 
Canada. 

This places the Dominion in an ex- 
cellent bargaining position and will 
certainly establish Canada as the link 
between Great Britain and the United 
States, the United States and the 
Soviet Union, and America as a whole 
and Asia. 

But even a casual glance at a map 
of the northern hemisphere will suf- 
fice to demonstrate that lacking firm 
Russian-Canadian collaboration neither 
Canadian routes to Asia nor Soviet 
routes to America will be any good. 
The aerial age is indeed an age of 
international collaboration. 

Prime Minister King had precisely 
this in mind when he stated recently 
that “Canada is prepared to support in 
international negotiations whatever 
international air-transport policy can 
be demonstrated as being best calcu- 
lated to serve not only the immediate 
national interests of Canada but also 
our overriding interests in the estab- 
lishment of an international order 
which will prevent the outbreak of 
another world war.” 

Whom does Canada envisage as in- 
volved in these “international negotia- 
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tions” in addition to herself? Obvi- 
ously Great Britain, and the United 
States. But also the U.S.S.R. 

Said Mr. King on the occasion of 
the establishment of diplomatic rela- 
tions with the Soviet Union: “I am 
sure that it is the hope of all Can- 
adians that the establishment of diplo- 
matic relations between Canada and 
the Soviet Union is but a prelude to a 
long period of mutual understanding 
and cooperation between the two 
peoples, both in war and peace. 

“Today our common task in this vast 
struggle has brought Russia and Can- 
ada close together. Tomorrow, when 
the scourge of Fascism has been blasted 
from the minds of common men every- 
where, our peoples must work side by 
side to aid in the establishment of a 
world order based on interdependence 
and on the worth of human person- 
ality.” 

In this connection it is interesting to 
observe that Mr. King and his (Lib- 
eral Party) administration tradition- 
ally represent in recent Canadian his- 
tory the forces favoring normal rela- 
tions with the U.S.S.R. Even when 
Mr. King, in 1927 under pressure from 
the, Conservative Government of the 
United Kingdom expelled the Soviet 
official agent from Canada, he went 
out of his way to leave the field open 
for Canadian-Soviet trade. Major 
“Chubby” Power, present Minister of 
National Defense for Air, in 1919 led 
the attack in the House of Commons 
against the Canadian Expeditionary 
Force to Siberia. Mr. J. L. Ilsley, pres- 
ent Minister of Finance, led the fight 
against the 1931 embargo on Russian 
imports imposed by the Bennett (Con- 
servative) administration. In 1935, 
when the Bennett administration was 
defeated after five years in office, and 
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Mr. King again became Prime Min- 
ister, one of his first official actions was 
to lift the embargo against the U.S.S.R. 
and send the Minister of Trade and 
Commerce to Moscow to discuss trade. 


Since the German invasion of the 
US.S.R. Mr. King and the cabinet 
have begun to deal more boldly with 
anti-Soviet elements and it now ap- 
pears that they have finally decided to 
break with those isolationist-Catholic 
elements in Quebec which have tradi- 
tionally held the club of French-Can- 
adian votes against any and every Gov- 
ernment effort for rapprochement with 
the Soviets. 


This bolder Government policy has 
already yielded positive results, no- 
where shown to better advantage than 
in the recent Aid-to-Russia-Fund Cam- 
paign. This Campaign was sponsored 
by a committee headed by J. S. 
MacLean, President of Canada Pack- 
ers, Canada’s most important packing 
concern, and it was supported by most 
of the newspapers and radio stations. 
And most significant, it was endorsed 
by Cardinal Villeneuve, who in the 
past has followed a consistent line of 
hostility to the Soviet Union, as well 
as by hundreds of the most prominent 
Canadians irrespective of party affilia- 
tion. The result has been that instead 
of the anticipated $1,000,000, more 
than $3,000,000 was raised in two 
months. A comparative figure for the 
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United States would have been 
$30,000,00. 

Canadians, in entering firmer rela- 
tionships with the Soviet Union, look 
askance at the antics of anti-Soviet 
elements in the United States. The 
Ehrlich-Alter affair, the Soviet-Polish 
diplomatic break, the film Mission to 
Moscow, all of which have provoked 
so much furore and served as pretext 
for anti-Soviet outbreaks in the United 
States, have caused hardly a ripple in 
Canada. 

To say that Canadians are 100 per 
cent in favor of ‘‘all-out” collaboration 
with the Soviet Union is to exaggerate, 
of course. Nevertheless the process of 
rapprochement is advancing rapidly 
and the dissolution of the Communist 
International should assist it further, 
especially in Quebec, where this great- 
est bogey of the Catholic Church has 
now been eliminated. 

In view of these developments it is 
not too much to hope that Canada will 
be able to serve as interpreter of the 
U.S.S.R. to the United States just as it 
is serving as interpreter of Great 
Britain to the United States at present. 

Certainly in its warmth of friend- 
ship towards the U.S.S.R. Canada is 
more like the United Kingdom than 
the U.S.A. And Canadians hope that 
this warmth of friendship will be 
shared by all the nations on the Ameri- 
can continent, beginning with the great 
neighbor to the south. 


PROGRESS IN THE ANGLICAN HEAVEN 


By MAXIMILIEN RUDWIN 


A recent press dispatch from Lon- 
don reported that, as a war emergency, 
the women and girls of England have 


finally been granted permission by the 
Archbishops of Canterbury and York 
to attend church services without hats. 
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The dignitaries of the Church of Eng- 
land issued this joint statement on 
woman's emancipation from headgear 
in church with the explanation that the 
old biblical injunction, attributed to 
St. Paul, that women should~tover 
their heads in church, “long ago had 
fallen out of use.” The archepiscopal 
encyclical fails to identify the biblical 
passage in which the women are for- 
bidden to appear in church with heads 
uncovered. But the reference is to the 
First Letter to the Corinthians (1.Cor. 
xi,10), in which St. Paul admonishes 
the women to cover their heads in 
church “because of the angels.” St. 
Tertullian, who devoted his treatise 
De virginibus velondis to the explana- 
tion of this enigmatical passage, main- 
tained that St. Paul, by this injunction 
to the women of the church not to 
appear with uncovered heads out of re- 
gard for the angels, wished to avoid 
further desertions from the ranks of 
the hosts of heaven, fearful that many 
angels, attracted by the beautiful 
tresses of the women, might follow the 
lead of the sons of God who, in the 
early days of biblical history, had been 
expelled from heaven for their lust 
after the daughters of men (Gen. vi, 
1-4). It is for this reason that the 
great apostle demanded that women 
should veil their heads when they en- 
tered the church out of consideration 
for the angels, who might again be 
tempted to abandon the choir-stalls of 
heaven in exchange for the charms of 
mortal maidens. 

The enigmatical passage “because 
of the angels’ has caused much cleri- 
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cal ink to flow. Modern theologians, 
refusing to believe that the daughters 
of the earth held any physical charm 
for the hosts of heaven, maintain that 
the word “angels” in this passage is 
used as a synonym for “saints,” and 
that St. Paul’s aim was to protect the 
good men of the church against the 
temptations of the flesh. But while the 
terms ‘‘saints’” and “angels” are inter- 
changeably used in church liturgy (All 
Saints’ Day and All Angels’ Day for 
November 1, the church equivalent for 
the civil Decoration Day as a memorial 
day for the dead), the designation of 
angels is exclusively applied to the 
saints who have already ascended to 
heaven and joined the angelic hosts 
but not to the holy men who still walk 
to and fro on this earth. Moreover, 
these rationalistic exegetes are in flat 
contradiction with the statement of 
St. Tertullian, who, in the book al- 
ready quoted, clearly states that St. 
Paul had in mind the angels of light, 
who, though incorporeal, are just as 
subject to temptation by mortal maid- 
ens as are the men fashioned of the 
clay of our good earth. Now the first 
thing that the angels, looking down 
from heaven upon the members of the 
fair sex, can behold is the beautiful 
tresses of the other side of the distaff. 
It is for this reason that the Great 
Apostle enjoined the women from dis- 
playing their “crowning glory” at least 
in the church. Evidently, the British 
archbishops of today think that the 
danger for the denizens of heaven 
from the allurements of women’s 
hanks of hair has long passed. 


| 
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RELIGION AND HATE 
By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


Mr. Fernsworth in sending us this article states that he is writing purely as 
an American citizen. The facts which he here sets forth would be the same 
regardless of the religion he might profess—which in his case is Roman Cath- 
olic. And his conviction is that in matters affecting the interests and security 
of their country, all citizens who accept the principles upon which it is founded 
have the solemn obligation of thinking and acting in accordance with those 
principles regardless of their religion or race or even their political faith. Those 
who will not, simply stand in rebellion against the American way. The Ameri- 
canism of Jefferson, which is the essence of our political system, is synonymous 
with liberalism. Whosoever is the enemy of one is, perforce, the enemy of the 
other. Mr. Fernsworth writes, “I think it well, once and for all, to have my 
position made clear because my critics of the smearing type try to dodge the 
issue by raising a false issue of religion. And some others, unfortunately, do 
not see the issue clearly and fail to understand that a Catholic may act and speak 
wholly as an American citizen, even though in so doing he is obliged to assail 
the official attitude of his church vis-a-vis his country. In fact this is the only 
way a Catholic—for that matter a Jew or a Methodist or a Baptist—can remain 
loyal to his country. As a Catholic it is the only way of which I can think for 
solving the problem of counter-reformist Catholicism vs. Americanism.” i 

—EHd. 


Thomas Jefferson, in his Credo of a_ give solace to our enemies rather than 
Democrat, said: to our friends. 

The first object of my heart is my We now approach the close of our 
own country. In that is embarked my second year of war. Before that war 
family, my fortune and my own exist- Came our country was divided on the 
ence. I have not one farthing of interest, bj £ , aan 
nor one fibre of attachment out of it, nor %U ject Oe ae preparation a € 
a single motive of preference for any one need for it. The months which have 
nation to another, but in proportion as elapsed have allowed ample time for 

strong feelings to subside, for hearts 


they are more or less friendly to us. 
This is my own credo. In all that I to orient themselves in the direction 


have written in this magazine and else- 
where, this is the line to which I have 
hewn. And what I propose to write 
now, follows this line, and this line 
alone. 

Our country is at war and in mortal 
danger. In the midst of this danger I 
still observe persons and journals 
which seem to follow a line that leads 
in the opposite direction; which write 
and act as though they preferred to 


that our country of necessity now trav- 
els; for sentiments of loyalty to one 
common cause to become crystallized. 
Those who have not yet adjusted them- 
selves to these prime obligations of 
good citizenship are a menace to the 
national security, if, indeed, they are 
not either traitors or the fellow travel- 
ers of traitors. As to this, we have 
courts and juries to make the final de- 
cisions and it does not behoove citi- 
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zens to prejudge the cases. But the 
menace of such persons and their jour- 
nals, whatever their status, is apparent 
to all, and the time has come to point 
the finger at them. 

The question of loyalty ta, one’s 
country in war is not one of religion, 
but of good citizenship merely. And 
it is not good enough that behavior, 
whereof the loyalty is questionable, 
should be exercised under the cloak of 
religion, or that the plea should be 
made that any criticism or justified cen- 
suring of such behavior is an attack on 
religion. Religion has nothing to do 
with it. Those who advance this kind 
of plea know that to be true—and 
affirming that which they know not to 
be true, they are bearing false witness. 

One of the ways in which this kind 
of behavior menaces our security is by 
the disruption of the national unity. 
Another is by comforting our enemies. 
It would not be easy to say which is 
the more serious. But there are those 
who denounce all efforts to bring them 
to reason as divisive procedure—by 
which they mean procedure intended 
tc divide the country at war. This is 
the smokescreen behind which they 
hope to be allowed to continue un- 
molested. And this must not be per- 
mitted. 

For the surest way to divide the 
country is to permit—whether under 
the guise of religion or otherwise—the 
continued indoctrination of certain 
groups of our citizens in such wise as 
to render them the mortal enemies of 
the causes we fight for—or of those 
who fight with us. But, on the con- 
trary, the country can never be divided 
by an insistence upon loyalty toward 
those principles by which alone it is 
unified. 

The necessity of a common loyalty 
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in war was recognized by Archbishop 
Spellman of New York, when he said 
at Fall River, Mass., on July 4, 1942 
that we must beware of persons who 
are “endangering our country’s very 
existence by words of hate and acts of 
greed.” But I regret the compulsion 
under which I find myself of reporting 
that the Archbishop’s counselled ab- 
stention from such hate as endangering 
the country’s very existence is not prac- 
ticed by those persons and by that 
press that comes under his moral or 
his ecclesiastical authority, or both. 
Perhaps his long absence from his pas- 
toral charge while on foreign political 
missions may in part account for this. 
And one may expect to see it corrected 
in due time upon his return. 

I further regret to report that one of 
the greatest offenders in propagating 
words of hate—against, the Archbish- 
op’s public warning to the contrary— 
in his own diocesan journal, The Cath- 
olic News. The publisher of this jour- 
nal is named by it as Charles H. Rid- 
der, its treasurer and secretary as Vic- 
tor L. Ridder, and its editor as Richard 
Reid. This journal has been one of 
the most incorrigible offenders in cre- 
ating hate against our ally, Russia; in 
proclaiming in bold, page one type, 
reprehensible propaganda against Rus- 
sia; in smearing all who dare raise 
their voices against this kind of pro- 
cedure, in spreading poison and hate 
by the process of bearing false witness. 
A glance through its back files will 
give ample evidence of this. And I 
here propose to adduce certain other 
items of evidence. 

On May 8 this journal published a 
leading editorial wherein it accused 
sundry persons and journals whose 
pronouncements did not accept, or 
fully accept, certain aspects of clerical 
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or political Catholicism, of being 
joined in a conspiracy against the 
Church. Precisely, it said, “This mis- 
representation on all these fronts did 
not just happen that way; the ‘leftist’ 
liberals planned it that way.” (My 
italics.) But it does not offer one shred 
of evidence of this serious charge. No 
doubt because it had none. This does 
not deter it—in defiance of the Arch- 
bishop’s admonition—from spreading 
hate by resort to mendacity. Or from 
repeating, “all this misrepresentation 
fits into a pattern.” 

In another issue of this journal, May 
22, 1943, Bishop McIntyre is quoted, 
in a leading editorial, as having told 
the New York Fire Department Holy 
Name Men at their annual communion 
breakfast, “we find in our midst those 
condemning hatred yet promoting 
hatred; denouncing persecution yet in- 
dulging in persecution; proclaiming 
tolerance yet practicing intolerance; 
professing patriotism yet undermining 
loyalty; advocating unity of action yet 
sowing discord; demanding fairness 
yet giving injustice; saying one thing 
yet meaning another.” 

Had this esteemed fellow citizen— 
and I prefer to think of all of my coun- 
trymen, whether bishop or President 
or beggar, as plain fellow citizens en- 
joying a common dignity and sov- 
ereignty—been directing his words 
toward the press of his church, he 
could hardly have made them more 
pat. This I shall now demonstrate by 
quoting the text of a letter which, in 
my quality of citizen, I have within the 
past few days had occasion to direct 
to the Postmaster General, Mr. 


Walker. This is the letter: 

Dear Mr. Walker: You have in the 
recent past been accused of allowing your 
office to be used for the special purpose 
of censoring publications in accordance 


with the special Roman Catholic view- 
point. I sincerely trust that this has been 
overstated. But I believe that there is a 
wide field for the extension of post office 
censorship in the interests of the special 
American viewpoint as set forth in our 
distinguished President’s statement of 
American war aims. The Roman Cath- 
olic press, I regret to say, is a very griev- 
ous offender in this particular, and I 
beg leave most respectfully to point out 
that you could scarcely find a better way 
of vindicating your impartiality, in which 
I have every confidence, than by using 
your censorship authority to stop this 
press from sending through the mails 
statements which violate the President’s 
injunction against destroying confidence 
in our allies, and which can serve no 
other purpose than that of comforting 
our enemies. 

I call your attention in particular to 
the statements of The Catholic News of 
New York City over a considerable 
period of time. I will quote merely one 
of these: 

“The issue of May 29, 1943, contains 
a particularly vicious statement on its edi- 
torial page over the initials R.R., which 
are the initials of its editor. After a bit- 
ter attack against what it calls ‘leftists’ 
asking for a second front, it continues: 

“These agitators recognize no front 
but the Russian, no interest but that of 
the Soviet Republic which also is pro- 
tecting its own interests, as indicated by 
the recent renewal of the fisheries agree- 
ment with Japan. If American ‘leftists’ 
were as interested in the United States 
as they are concerned about Russia, and 
used similar tactics, they would now be 
demanding a second front against Japan 
in Siberia and citing the interning by 
Russia of our aviators grounded there 
after the bombing of Tokyo as an ex- 
ample of Russian Fascism.’ (The italics 
are mine.) 

It does not matter to this journal that 
Russia, under the laws of war, has no 
recourse but to intern our aviators, or 
that for Russia to do otherwise would be 
a provocation of war against Japan. In 
making the demand that Russia provoke 
Japan to war, and the demand that Rus- 
sia open a second front in Siberia, this 
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journal is making the same kind of de- 
mands that Hitler would make, and so 
is pleading the cause of our enemies. 
And in its imputation of bad faith to 
one of our allies, it is doing the work 
of our enemies. 

I will now call your attentiem to the 
June, 1943, issue of The Sign, a Na- 
tional Catholic Magazine, published at 
Union City, N. J. by Passionist Mis- 
sions, Inc. This journal contains a 
lengthy article by Dr. Waclaw Ritner, 
described as the director of the Polish 
Catholic News Agency in New York, 
and whose card shows him to live at 
2 East 65th Street, New York. This 
atticle, entitled Poland Crucified, is a 
reiteration of bitter attacks upon Russia, 
such as serve no other purpose than that 
of dividing our allies. 

A department of editorial comment 
in the same issue of the same magazine 
contains the following words, inadmis- 
sible in wartime: 

“, . . The Soviets are not disturbed 
by the suspicion that they have murdered 
several thousand Polish soldiers, but 
they are interested in laying plans to 
destroy the independence of Estonia, 
Latvia and Lithuania, as well as to ab- 
sorb Eastern Poland, Bessarabia and parts 
of Finland. Already the leftist and ‘lib- 
eral’ stooge press in this country has 
taken up the defense of Russia’s pro- 
posed grab as being something due to 
Russia and to be taken for granted. They 
are following the party line of being 
‘realistic’ and refuse to consider as a das- 
tardly deed the Bolshevist plot to enslave 
millions of free, civilized peoples. 

“One thing is certain from all this. 
Before the war is ended, before victory 
is assured, Stalin is making his policy 
plain. He does not intend to stand by 
the provisions of the Atlantic Charter. 
He does not want anything to do with 
the four freedoms or any other plans of 
the democracies except insofar as they 
may serve propaganda purposes. Just as 
his alliance with Hitler in 1939 served 
notice that he would pursue any policy 
dictated by self interest, so now Stalin is 
making it clear that he is determined to 
win the war for Russia alone, and for his 
own brand of Communism.” 
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I realize that in calling your atten- 
tion to these attacks upon an ally whom 
our President and the Prime Minister of 
Great Britain have called honorable, I 
lay myself open to the usual smear of 
being called a ‘“‘red.” It is lamentable that, 
in view of this smear tactic, honorable 
citizens feel called upon to defend them- 
selves the moment they say anything 
about Russia. For your information, 
therefore, let me say that I don’t care a 
jot about Communism, that I would fight 
it in every one of its manifestations here 
in America, and that I pay so little at- 
tention to Communists that if I started 
out to look for them I wouldn’t know 
where to find them—at least without in- 
quiring my way around. 

But I am deeply interested in the 
proclaimed aims of this war, and in vic- 
tory. And I am obliged to ask how the 
words I have been quoting can be recon- 
ciled with article three of the United 
States Constitution which states: 

“Treason against the United States 
shall consist in levying war against them, 
or in adhering to their enemies, giving 
them aid and comfort.” 

Words which give no comfort to our 
allies can give no comfort to our soldiers 
and theirs, who are fighting and dying 
in our common cause. Nor can it com- 
fort loyal citizens to know that the 
United States mails are used to dissemi- 
nate them. 


Those who indulge in the type of 
politico-clerical activities of the kind 
I have been describing seem to think 
they can shield themselves by raising 
the cry that any criticism of their ac- 
tions is a reflection on the whole body 
of America’s 20,000,000 or so Catho- 
lics. In so doing they once again bear 
false witness. 


The Catholics of this country, as I 
have observed them, are mostly good 
and responsible citizens, capable of 
speaking for themselves in all that per- 
tains to the exercise of their functions 
of citizenship. In pre-war days the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy and press, 


1943 RELIGION AND HATE 75 


in Opposing this country’s preparations The first object of my heart is my 
for defense, were most vociferous in own country. In that is embarked my 
proclaiming that they spoke for twen- _—fmily, my fortune and my own exist- 

Lh Lea IF es Catholi I ence. I have not one farthing of inter- 
ty-odd mi Saat ae eee est nor one fibre of attachment out of it, 
always maintained that this claim, nor a single motive of preference for 
coupled with the misbehavior of these any one nation to another, but in pro- 
elements, was an outrageous slander portion as they are more or less friendly 


to us. 


on the great body of Catholics. And 
the manner in which the great body of 
Catholics has so loyally responded to 
the country’s call, demonstrates this 
amply. 

They have demonstrated that they 


As to the statements of the hier- 
archy, clergy and press in ostensible 
support of the American war aims, no 
amount of their crying “Lord, Lord,” 
to prove what good citizens should 


never find it necessary to prove with 
have taken to heart those words from respect to themselves, will convince me 


the credo of Jefferson which I have  s0 long as their behavior runs in the 
quoted at the beginning and which I contrary direction. I am obliged to 
repeat: judge of them by their fruits. 


The world has never had a good definition of the word liberty, and the 
American people, just now, are much in want of one. We all declare for lib- 
erty; but in using the same word we do not all mean the same thing. With 
some the word liberty may mean for each man to do as he pleases with him- 
self, and the product of his labor; while with others the same word may mean 
for some men to do as they please with other men, and the product of other 
men’s labor. Here are two, not only different but incompatible things, called 
by the same name, liberty. And it follows that each of the things is, by the 
respective parties, called by two different and incompatible names—tliberty and 
tyranny. 

The shepherd drives the wolf from the sheep’s throat, for which the sheep 
thanks the shepherd as his liberator, while the wolf denounces him for the 
same act, as the destroyer of liberty, especially as the sheep was a black one. 
Plainly, the sheep and the wolf are not agreed upon a definition of the word 
liberty; and precisely the same difference prevails today among us human 
creatures even in the North, and all professing to love liberty. Hence we be- 
hold the process by which thousands are daily passing from under the yoke of 
bondage hailed by some as the advance of liberty, and bewailed by others as 
the destruction of liberty. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN 
(1864) 


THE NEGRO PROBLEM IS WHITE 


By GEORGE CHESTER MORSE 


—The fate of white Americans today, tomorrow, and 
for the years to come, is linked with the fate of Negroes. 


es reading about a Con- 
gressman from Texas giving vent 
to an oratorical denunciation of what 
he called the wrongs perpetrated by 
the British on the Indian people must 
enjoy many a hearty laugh. 

In the midst of this total war, a 
recent governor of Georgia cam- 
paigned for re-election on the old issue 
of white supremacy. Many of the at- 
tempts of a committee appointed by 
the administration to integrate Ne- 
groes into industry as part of the war 
effort were met with scathing attacks 
by Southern gentlemen of power and 
influence who were more concerned 
about the changing of race relations 
than they were about our success in the 
wat. | 

Efforts to revive the Ku Klux Klan 
have been made by a few individuals 
who are thinking back to the Recon- 
struction Era of our Civil War instead 
of looking ahead to the reconstruction 
era that confronts us at the close of the 
present war. One gentleman of in- 
fluence in Alabama proposed an or- 
ganization to be known as a “State- 
wide, South-wide, nation-wide League 
for White Supremacy.” In a speech 
delivered before a representative group 
of Americans, he said, “The time to 
act is now. An organization should be 
formed so strong, so powerful, so 
efficient that this menace to our na- 
tional security and our local way of 
life will rapidly disappear. It can be 
done. It should be done. Alabama 
must lead the way.” 

This is Hitler saving Germany from 


the Jews. This is-an American who 
loves his country and would start a 
ctusade to save it from the Negroes. 
The former governor of Alabama, 
Frank Dixon, had this to say about 
the efforts of the administration to do 
away with race prejudice in the em- 
ployment of Negroes in our war in- 
dustties. “It is their own party which 
is dynamiting their social structure, 
which is arousing bitterness and re- 
crimination, which is attempting to 
force crackpot reforms on them in time 
of national crisis.” 

Negro leaders though they agitate 
for the same rights and privileges ac- 
corded white Americans and seeming- 
ly have the support of many influential 
liberals, know that they can expect no 
immediate consideration or help from 
either the Democratic or Republican 
Party. Within the Democratic Party 
are too many individuals from the 
deep south who would rather see us 
lose the war than have this country 
eradicate the evils that make us sus- 
pect as a nation. If or when the Re- 
publican Party gets back into power, 
they will interpret their success as an 
indication of revolt against the efforts 
of the New Deal on the part of the 
American people. 

The issues of 1944 are unpredict- 
able. But there will be some groups 
who will advocate that we stop ignor- 
ing the Negro question, that we cast 
off the meaningless labels of our two- 
party system, that we take stock of 
ourselves and realize that if we are to 
save democracy we must do some thor- 
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ough housecleaning. The Negro ques- 
tion will certainly be linked with the 
hopes and dreams of those who wish a 
world free from fear and want. 
Whether agitation along this line will 
cause a serious revolt in both parties 
resulting in a realignment big enough 
to launch a third party which might 
champion the cause of the Negro is 
not easy to foretell. But we as voters 
should know that we should vote for 
those candidates who are willing to 
face realities and who will not con- 
tinue to play the usual political game 
of raising false issues and getting us 
upset about old bogeys. 

We have tried the policy of separat- 
ism for over fifty years as a method of 
solving the race question. The meth- 
ods have varied, following no consist- 
ent line, adhering to the peculiar men- 
tal aberrations typical of people whose 
ptejudices defy analysis. No group of 
scientists or scholarly men who are au- 
thorities on racial matters have advised 
this policy. We allowed them to write 
books, or teach or lecture, while poli- 
ticians, mountebanks, industrialists and 
others who profited by the policy of 
divide and rule determined that 
Negroes become a pariah class, or sec- 
ond-class human beings. It is needless 
to say that this policy of separatism 
has failed miserably as all policies do 
that are not essentially democratic. 

Many white Americans formerly 
apathetic about the race question, are 
beginning to be aware that this blun- 
der is still affecting our war effort. By 
refusing to hire Negroes in our war in- 
dustries, we are restricting our produc- 
tion. By organizing Negroes into 
segregated units, we are helping to 
undermine the morale of our armed 
forces. By lynching and enforcing 
stupid practices of discrimination, our 
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talk of liberation to the enslaved pop- 
ulace of Europe, and carrying the Four 
Freedoms to the ends of the earth does 
not ring so clearly to our own ears. 

The time has come when our edu- 
cational institutions, our churches, our 
newspapers must start a campaign to 
destroy the misconceptions, the bogeys, 
the ideas about racial differences, long 
infesting the consciousness of Ameri- 
can people. The Hollywood movie 
must no longer portray only the ir- 
responsible, childish Negro, the news- 
papers must cease to identify Negroes 
as separate from other people in crime 
news, our educational institutions 
must teach the findings of their own 
experts in ethnology and anthropology 
that Negroes are primarily individuals 
asking for the same rights and privi- 
leges accorded white citizens. They 
speak no foreign tongue, cling to no 
culture different from our way of life 
and possess no attitudes of disloyalty 
to the country. If we should remove 
customary restrictions, abolish laws ad- 
vocating separatism and open the 
doors of opportunity to the American 
Negroes, it will be readily observed 
that color is just a variant of nature as 
blue eyes and red hair, and not a badge 
of inferiority, and that we have been 
fostering an artificial problem ever 
since the days of slavery. 

Now is the time to consider integra- 
tion as a means of solving the so-called 
race problem instead of separatism. 
Wherever integration has been whole- 
heartedly and honestly applied, it has 
worked successfully. Industrialists 
when cornered on the issue of their 
refusal to hire Negroes claimed that 
whites and Negroes could not work 
together without friction; this asser- 
tion has proved false wherever Ne- 
groes and whites have worked to- 
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gether. Even in the south Negro and 
white sharecroppers have banded to- 
gether in union for their mutual inter- 
est. The writer had the experience of 
talking to Negro officers who told me 
of deep friendships that existed be- 
tween white officers of southern birth 
and Negro officers who were inte- 
grated in Army Officer Training 
Schools to find themselves embarrassed 
by archaic state laws that forbid them 
to fraternize in public. 

The contrast between a policy of 
segregation and one of integration and 
how it affected one community which 
I visited was demonstrated when our 
Civilian Defense was set up. The citi- 
zens of this community were asked to 
volunteer to serve as Air Raid War- 
dens, Auxiliary Firemen and Police- 
men, and to attend courses in First 
Aid. At the first two meetings there 
was a noticeable lack of Negro volun- 
teers. Negro citizens comprised a large 
proportion of the population. When 
leaders of Civilian Defense asked why 
Negroes did not respond, they were 
told that they didn’t know they were 
expected to participate. In the past, 
they had been denied any opportunity 
of serving the community in any ofh- 
cial capacity. When it was explained 
to them that they should serve, their 
response was gratifying and several 
groups of them won efficiency awards. 
They attended meetings and socials 
and no friction resulted. They were 
all Americans eager to defend the com- 
munity from possible enemies. 

We recognize many kinds of pa- 
triots. There are patriots who do not 
shoulder a gun or put on uniforms. 
There are patriots who recognize ene- 
mies within the commonwealth and 
who endeavor to fight them because 
they endanger democracy. We have 
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the kind of patriot like Mrs. Roosevelt 
who resigned from the D.A.R. when 
they refused to permit Marian Ander- 
son to sing in their auditorium in our 
capital city. Another patriot was a 
Mr. Epstein who resigned from a gov- 
ernment committee when they refused 
tc take up the matter of discrimination 
against Negroes exercised by our rail- 
roads in their employment policy after 
he had gathered data as a counsel of 
this committee. Another was Judge 
Hastie, a Negro respected for his 
scholarship and abilities, who resigned 
from a responsible government posi- 
tion because he hoped his resignation 
might help to focus the attention of 
the public on the fact that thousands ~ 
of Negro applicants were waiting to — 
be called to serve as pilots, mechanics, — 
bombardiers and the like and that no — 
provisions were going to be made for 
them to serve. 

It is useless for our red-baiters to 
denounce Russia as a Gargantuan ~ 
menace to our welfare. We cannot 
conceal the fact that Russia has in- 
numerable racial minorities, with dif- 
ferent cultures and tongues and there- 
fore confronted with racial problems 
that dwarfed ours into insignificance. 
Russia has succeeded through the 
wholehearted integration of her racial 
minorities. 

To whom will the colored peoples 
of the world look for an example of 
fairness and sincerity as the post-war 
problems loom up for settlement? 
How will they view our Congress fili- 
bustering anti-lynching and anti-poll 
tax bills, our representatives worried 
about white supremacy, our southern 
states enforcing laws to make citizens 
of color second class? How will our 
democracy measure up to them as they 
compare the way that Russia has 
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treated her racial minorities? On this 
matter, the American public can no 
longer sleep and leave it to the poli- 
ticians to settle. We are so big that 
what we do will affect the globe and 
we are so small that we cannot isolate 
ourselves away from the rest of the 
globe. Our politicians, our statesmen 
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and officials must come of age and as- 
sume their rightful place by directing 
public opinion instead of trying to 
catch up with it as they have done in 
the past. The fate of white Americans 
today, tomorrow, and for the years to 
come, is linked with the fate of Ne- 
groes. 


* 


The function of the church is to bring men into 
communion with a group wherein the divine power 
of transformation and the ethical standards rooted in 
it are operative. When we say operative, we mean 
that this power is capable of changing men, of elecit- 
ing commitment to a way of life that makes a dif- 
ference in their attitude toward themselves, their 
fellow-men, and God; in short, it aids them in the 
achieving of voluntary community. Only by some 
such commitment can we, in Channing’s words, be 
always young for liberty. And without such a com- 
mitment, we become content with “philosophic” ob- 
jectivity and “distance” that insulate us from the 
source of true vitality, from openness to the power 
of the Spirit. We become attached to the forms that 
have given us our cherished securities; or, as Augus- 
tine puts it, we give our devotion to creatures rather 
than to the creative power from which issue all forms 
and all true vitality. We substitute our aspirations 
and “virtues”, our reason and our moralism, for 
God’s power and goodness. Thus our rationalism 
and our moralism “miss and distort reality and the 
real possibilities for improvement of the human sit- 
uation.” They give us a“ poise’ that freezes the knees 
and keeps us erect and “harmonious” in face of the 
divine demand for repentance, for change of heart 
and mind. The early Christians (and also the Dio- 
nysians) saw that the creative and redemptive power 
is not subject to domestication by means of these 
techniques. It breaks into a human situation destroy- 
ing, transforming old forms and creating new ones, 
manifesting the expulsive and creative power of a 
new affection,—the amor dei. 


JAMES LUTHER ADAMS 
in Liberal Religion 
Winter, 1943 


WOMEN IN QUEBEC 
By MARY CURTICE 


HE INDUSTRIAL revolution came 

late to Quebec. Until the years just 
before the last war, it wasalmost 
wholly an agricultural province, losing 
to the New England mills every year 
thousands of its working people be- 
cause it could no longer provide the 
new land for the many sons to estab- 
lish themselves. In the typical French- 
Canadian family, the father leaves his 
land to one of the sons, probably the 
one he thinks has the thriftiest wife. 
Then he and this inheritor buy land 
for the others with their savings. One 
becomes a priest, perhaps one an ad- 
vocate or doctor, one of the daughters 
is a nun, the other daughters marty 
neighbors’ sons. That old pattern per- 
sists, but when there is no land, nor 
money to buy it if there were, it breaks 
down. Colonization of the bitter north 
country and the west has failed to pro- 
vide a solution. The drift to the States 
has been stopped largely by the indus- 
trialization of Quebec itself. The re- 
sentment of the French-Canadian at 
the control of the province by foreign 
capital, whether Ontarian or Ameri- 
can, has not prevented the steady 
growth of Montreal and the smaller 
mill towns by suction from the vil- 
lages. 

Now, this development of a wage- 
earning population is taking in the 
women of Quebec, and the effect on 
their legal and social positions is tre- 
mendous. In the last twenty years, 
more and more girls have been look- 
ing for jobs as stenographers and typ- 
ists, necessarily bilingual. The con- 
vents to which almost all female edu- 
cation is entrusted have responded by 
setting up business courses. Their 


pupils were always well taught in 
spelling and penmanship; now they 
are equally well trained in office work. 
Their training however is not such as 
to develop initiative; they are apt to 
depend entirely on the boss, just as at 
home they are brought up to obey, 
first their father and then their hus- 
band. Hundreds of women have made 
docile workers in the textile and hos- 
iery mills. Their wages went into the 
family purse. The war has greatly 
speeded up this movement into the 
factories. Some of the women now 
pouring into the munition plants are 
older ones who worked before their 
marriage. Often they have children at 
home. Many others have never been 
in a job before. Their work forces 
them to take on heavy responsibilities, 
checking over shells, inspecting com- 
pleted work, operating complicated 
machinery where errors are serious. 
The effect on them of this new sort 
of life, away from home, earning 
money of their own, which they may 
not want to hand over to the head of 
the house if he is there, and will have 
to handle themselves if he is overseas, 
is incalculable. It is raising a terrific 
protest from those who want to keep 
Quebec as a museum piece of the mid- 
dle ages. The whole basis of society 
has been the sanctity of the home, no 
matter what kind of a home, the rule 
of the paterfamilias, the role of wom- 
en as the producers of children. The 
revanche des berceaux is no idle 
dream. Father Lalonde, the Jesuit who 
in 1918 first made the phrase com- 
mon currency, described his ideal 
mother as one who took one son from 
the cradle only to replace him with his 
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younger brother, while telling him that 
next year his little sister would take 
his place. The family of twelve or 
fourteen children is the exemplar of 
the French nationalist. But if mama 
is running a turret lathe, maybe she 
doesn’t want to have a baby this year, 
and if she has $18 a week in her 
pocket, maybe she won't. 

It is no accident that the pro-Vichy 
men, those who want a corporatist rule 
for Quebec, the followers of Pétain 
and Franco, are loudest in their cries 
against the employment of women in 
munitions, against any means which 
makes it easier for them to go to work, 
such as day nurseries. The fact that 
the mothers may need the money des- 
perately to buy clothes for the chil- 
dren they have, doesn’t count, nor the 
fact that the country needs their labor. 
It is hardly likely that women who 
hold good jobs will be content in- 
definitely under the present laws 
which make a married woman, even 
though she may have a marriage con- 
tract which partially exempts her, sub- 
ject to her husband’s control of 
property and person. No hospital can 
legally accept her for an operation 
without his written consent, although 
since so many men have gone away 
some have taken a chance in emer- 
gency cases. If her child is ill, she has 
to wait for the father’s permission be- 
fore she can get him surgical care. 
Social workers find it difficult to get 
convictions in some incest cases be- 
cause a judge may be reluctant to ad- 
mit the testimony of a man’s daugh- 
ter against him. Even a wife with a 
contract which makes her separate as 
to property cannot enter into contracts 
nor sell real estate without her hus- 
band’s signature. Widows of course 
become free from these restrictions— 
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rather a temptation to become a 
widow! Divorce does not exist within 
the province. A non-Catholic may ap- 
peal to the Dominion Senate, at great 
expense and long delay. Annulments, 
however are granted by the provincial 
courts on some complaints. If you can 
find out, for instance, that your hus- 
band was never baptized, or that he 
was an atheist when you married him 
and you were ignorant of the fact, you 
can get rid of him in no time. Prac- 
tically he doesn’t exist. Compulsory 
education has long been blocked be- 
cause it means the interference of the 
state between the father and the child. 
All education must come under one 
church or another. It is estimated that 
ten thousand children in Montreal 
never go to school. 

Things are changing fast. Women 
have had the vote for two years now, 
and are beginning to realize its power. 
Lately four women lawyers were ad- 
mitted to the bar, one of them French- 
Canadian. Girls are studying medicine 
in the Université de Montréal as well 
as at McGill. The co-operative so- 
cieties which are spreading rapidly 
throughout the province are often 
managed by women, and doing much 
educational work. Women are writ- 
ing for the French papers, and speak- 
ing in public, more every day. Hun- 
dreds of French girls are in the 
C.W.A.C., disciplined, eager. In the 
amazing drive of the international 
unions which has swept over Quebec 
women have played a full part. They 
are asking equal wages for Quebec 
with Ontario, equal wages for women 
who are doing equal work. After this 
war, it will be impossible to put the 
genie back in the bottle. The women 
of Quebec are going to have their say. 
They will be free. 


THE DECISIVE BATTLE OF BURMA 


By TARAKNATH DAS 


—To win we must change our ways. 


N the war between Japan and the 
United Nations, and with reSpect to 
Japanese efforts to consolidate their 
power in Southeastern Asia, the im- 
portance of Burma should not be 
under-estimated. If the Japanese lose 
control of Burma, they will be men- 
aced in Southeastern Asia by land, air 
and sea. If they can hold Burma, they 
not only will be able to cut off any 
possibility of Anglo-American Powers 
effectively cooperating with China, but 
will be able to use Burma as the base 
to attack India and also to defend 
Malaya, the Dutch East Indies and 
Siam. 

Japan cannot be defeated unless she 
is driven out of China and attacked in 
her homeland by the forces of the 
United Nations using China as a base 
of operation. The only route to 
strengthen China is the Burma Road 
which cannot be opened without re- 
conquest of Burma. 

There is no question about the air 
superiority of the United Nations over 
Japan. But they have so far not been 
able to use this superiority, because 
they have been busy in Africa and over 
Europe. The United Nations will be 
able to use the vast man-power of the 
United States, of the British Empire 
(India has now an army of two mil- 
lion men) and of China. Within a 
short time the United Nations’ naval 
superiority will be overwhelming. To 
offset these advantages, Japan has been 
busy forging a weapon to carry on a 
protracted defensive warfare in East 
Asia. 

What is this weapon? 

Japan is reported to have been fever- 


ishly strengthening her position by de- 
veloping the resources of the con- 
quered countries from Manchuria to 
Burma, the Philippines, the Dutch 
East Indies, Indo-China, Siam and 
Malaya included. In North China 
alone some 350 factories—large and 
small—are producing war materials in 
large quantities for the Japanese ma- 
chine. Japan is getting more than 
30,000,000 tons of coal and nearly 
2,000,000 tons of steel annually from 
China. The rich resources of the 
Philippines, especially her iron-ores are 
available to Japanese ammunition fac- 
tories. Japan may lack mechanical 
equipment, but she is substituting for 
it the man-power of the conquered 
countries which aggregates no less 
than three hundred million people. To 
solve her transportation difficulties she 
is busily engaged in building railroads 
and military roads connecting all coun- 
tries from Korea to Burma. Consider- 
able Japanese shipping has been de- 
stroyed by the United Nations and 
Japan has not enough ship-building 
facilities to meet the demands for war 
or even cargo ships and military trans- 
ports. It has been reported that in the 
Dutch East Indies, for instance, the 
Japanese have conscripted Javanese 
labor to build wooden ships and that 
they are using the local labor in Siam, 
Indo-China, Malaya, the Philippines 
as well as Burma to the fullest extent 
for war production and defense pur- 
poses. 

To overcome the numerical inferior- 
ity of its army, Japan has begun con- 
scription in Korea, Manchukuo, and 
has arranged with the National Gov- 
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ernment of China (the Puppet Gov- 
ernment) to raise an army of 300,000 
men, some to be used outside China, 
as England uses Indian soldiers outside 
India. The Japanese will raise defense 
forces in Indo-China, Malaya, Java, 
the Philippines as well as Burma. But 
above all Japan is forging a powerful 
political weapon to enlist the people 
of East Asia from Manchukuo to 
Burma against the United Nations. 

What is this political weapon ? 

It is generally believed in the United 
States that the peoples of East Asia 
will not cooperate with Japan. Yet it 
cannot be denied that at least a large 
section of the peoples are cooperating 
with Japan. Important political lead- 
ers of East Asia think that cooperation 
with Japan would be preferable to the 
re-establishment of British, French and 
Dutch Imperialisms in Eastern Asia. 
The Indo-Chinese people did not op- 
pose Japanese occupation. On the con- 
trary they staged an anti-French up- 
tising which helped Japan to defeat 
the weak French forces. So far we 
have not heard anything about an 
Indo-Chinese uprising against the Jap- 
anese. It may be expected on the con- 
trary that the Indo-Chinese will op- 
pose the return of French colonial im- 
perialism in their country. 

With Thailand the Japanese secured 
an alliance because of Tokyo expressed 
willingness to aid Thailand in recov- 
ering territories which France and 
Britain had usurped. It cannot be 
denied that Japan helped Thailand to 
recover lost provinces, and thus ob- 
tained her collaboration in the defense 
of East Asia especially of Burma. 
Leaders of Thailand have repeatedly 
issued proclamations appealing to 
General Chiang Kai-Shek to end the 
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war with Japan and form an Asiatic 
union to drive the western intruders 
out. General Tojo, the Japanese Pre- 
mier, during his recent visit to Bang- 
kok, consolidated measures of cooper- 
ation between Thailand and Japan by 
transferring parts of the Malaya States 
and Burma to Thailand.* Japan in 
return expects that Thailand will sup- 
ply several hundred thousand men for 
the “war against the Anglo-Ameri- 
cans’. It is therefore reasonable to 
expect that Thailand will fight along- 
side Japan to protect her territorial in- 
tegrity and to resist the re-establish- 
ment of French and British imperial- 
ism in countries on her border regions. 
Also, judging from past experience, 
Japan might get support from the 
Malayan people and even certain sec- 
tions of the Chinese population in 
Malaya. 

Japanese success in Burma is due to 
a great extent to Burmese opposition 
to British imperialism; the British, es- 
pecially the Churchill Cabinet even re- 
fused to promise dominion status for 
a definite date to the Burmese. From 
the testimony of men like Cecil Brown, 
Jack Belden, Hallet Abend, Col. 
Romulo and others we know that Bur- 
mese nationalists were armed by the 
Japanese. We also know that they 
fought the British and aided the Jap- 
anese with the hope of securing their 
freedom. 

After the Japanese occupation of 
Burma the country was ruled by the 
Japanese military authorities in cooper- 
ation with the Burmese nationalist 
leaders. But about a year ago, an 
Independence Preparatory Committee 
of twenty-five Burmese members was 
established to take the necessary steps 
to form a future national government 


*Japan ceded six Malayan and Burmese states to Thailand. New York Times, August 22, 1943. 
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and in August 1943, the military ad- 
ministration of Lt. General Mazekazu 
Kawabe was replaced by a National 
Government of Burma, under the pre- 
miership of Dr. Maw Ba, the anti- 
British Burmese leader who spent his 
life in prison in the days of British 
rule. Dr. Maw Ba was elected Premier 
by the members of the Independence 
Preparatory Committee which became 
the Burmese National Assembly. This 
national government of Burma has al- 
ready declared war against Britain and 
the United States (not against China) ; 
while the Japanese Ambassador to 
Burma— Mr. Renzo Sawada — has 
signed a treaty with Burma, for close 
collaboration between Japan and 
Burma in matters of defense, foreign 
affairs and international economic pol- 
icies. 

India will be the base of operation 
for attacking Burma and a very large 
portion of the attacking forces will be 
Indian.* Through propaganda broad- 
casts from Rangoon, Bangkok and 
Singapore, and leaflets strewn from 
the air, Tokyo emphasizes that Burma 
has become independent with Jap- 
anese support and that the people of 
India should not fight for the British. 
At the same time the Japanese-sup- 
ported Indian Independence Commit- 
tee, under the leadership of Subhas 
Chandra Bose, one of the former Pres- 
idents. of the All India National Con- 
gress, from its headquarters at Bang- 
kok is urging the Indian people to re- 
volt (the influence of Subhas Chandra 
Bose among the youth of India is only 
next to Gandhi and Nehru). The Bur- 
mese leaders are reported to be preach- 
ing that without Indian freedom the 
independence of Burma and other 
lands in East Asia can never be secure. 
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The Japanese are transforming thou- 
sands of Indian soldiers, taken prison- 
ers at Hongkong, Singapore and Bur- 
ma into an “Indian Revolutionary 
Force” which would fight with the 
Japanese against the British. 

There is no question that in many 
ways the Japanese will find themselves 
inferior to the forces of the United 
Nations; but the United Nations will 
not have the same advantage they had 
in Africa and Sicily where the local 
population and even military authori- 
ties cooperated with them. In East Asia 
Japan may very well secure the support 
of many of the local populations. 

Mere talk of an Atlantic Charter 
which does not apply to Asia will 
prove of no value whatsoever in rally- 
ing the peoples to the cause of democ- 
racy. To win the war and the peace in 
Asia, the United Nations will have to 
change their ways with India and other 
subject peoples. 

One of the causes for the defeat of 
the Axis Powers in Europe will be the 
support of the peoples whom the Axis 
Powers have kept in subjection. Great 
Britain must give up Hongkong, 
gained as the result of the Opium 
War, as Japan must give up Formosa 
to China. Great Britain must renounce 
her political sphere of influence in 
Tibet as Japan must give up her domi- 
nance over Manchuria. Great Britain 
must relinquish her claims to control 
India, Burma and other countries as 
Japan must abandon her control over 
Korea. Japan will have to give up her 
conquests in Asia, but similarly the 
French, the Dutch and the British must 
say farewell to their colonial imperial- 
ism in Asia. 

Otherwise the Battle for East Asia 
will inaugurate a renewed conflict. 


*It is reported that a special British Military mission from India to Washington recently discussed 


the Anglo-American campaign against Burma. 
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Exchange with Katharine Hayden Salter 


I have enjoyed reading the magazine very much, and on the whole, agree 
with the editorial policy and with most of the articles. However, Mrs. Salter’s 
“Sins of the Protestant Church” (PROTESTANT Apr.-May, 1943), certainly 
calls for a protest. Of the three points which she makes, two, in my opinion, 
are dead wrong, and the third is at least open to question. 

First, she upbraids the Protestant Church for being too “mob-minded”. 
The fact is that, while Jesus did more for the recognition of the individual than 
any teacher who has ever lived, Christianity in the New Testament and the 
other early records is viewed throughout as a corporate matter. There is no 
such thing as a private, individual, Christianity; religion is not a matter between 
“a man” and God, but between “man” and God. If Mrs. Salter’s idea of in- 
dividualism were carried far enough, it would result in the complete break-up 
of Protestant Christianity, because there would be no central idea or principle 
around which the practices and the thoughts of the society could be grouped. 
Creeds and. ways of worship play the same part in religion that the backbone 
does in an animal. Organisms which have no backbone never amount to much. 
About all the backboneless jellyfish can do to defend itself against its enemies 
is to make them sick. 

Second, the writer’s statements concerning the immigration laws are rather 
loose, to say the least. Just what “gigantic economic upsets” can be traced to 
our immigration laws, and when and how were “hundreds of thousands” killed, 
starved, drowned, and tortured? When people migrate from one country and 
settle in another they do not decrease the population of their home country. 
The birth rate in the old country rises to bring the population again to the edge 
of starvation, according to Malthus, and the birthrate among the natives of the 
newly adopted country decreases, to establish an equilibrium once more. All 
that happens is that the native stock is replaced by the immigrants. If Mrs. 
Salter wants native American stock replaced by Oriental, South European, as 
other varieties, that is her privilege, but she should not labor under the delusion 
that the application of her policy would relieve the suffering of the world. 
Sociological references for these statements can be furnished if requested. 

Third, concerning the Jewish refugee question, Mrs. Salter may not be en- 
tirely wrong, but she is certainly one-sided. If the Jews were possessed of all 
the admirable qualities with which she credits them, it seems hard to under- 
stand why they have been in trouble as far back as history records. The Jew 
has a character of his own which, with all of his fine attributes, by no means 
makes him the best neighbor in the world, or the best men to deal with in 
business. The reluctance of many kindly people to letting in Jewish refugees 
wholesale cannot be explained merely by “bigotry, bitter hatred and isolation- 
ism.” There is more to it than that. 


Louis O’V. THOMAS 
All Saints’ Protestant Episcopal Church 
Birmingham, Alabama 
June 9, 1943 


86 THE PROTESTANT August-September 


In answer to our letter to THE PROTESTANT concerning my article Sins 
of the Protestant Church I would like to make a few points in defense of what 
I said there. 

First, in connection with what you say about creeds: as I see it creeds are 
at the core of most religious wars and Inquisitions. And a church that depends 
for its existence on a creed seems in mortal danger of becoming chiefly a society 
for persecution, first of outsiders, and then of insiders. The history of Christian 
Spain, from the days of the expulsion of Jews and Moors (and the confiscation 
of their wealth by the faithful!), through the Inquisition’s wars and massacres 
of French and Dutch “heretics” for generations, down to this very moment, to 
the Spanish Civil War, and the continued execution of Spanish Loyalists as 
“heretics”, makes an excellent example of what creeds can do. 

Moreover, it is the reluctance of a great many intelligent and good people 
in this country to say that they believe in the Apostles and Niecene Creed, that 
keeps them from becoming Church members., They consider saying they believe 
them, literally, hypocritical; and for that reason they cannot be confirmed. 

As for religions without creeds, some of them, especially Judaism, seem 
to have a remarkable basic health, longevity, and capacity for producing leaders 
in the moral, intellectual, artistic and scientific world, generation after gen- 
eration. They prove, at least, that creeds are not indispensable to religious 
vitality. And, incidentally, it was not until creeds became the predominant 
element in Christianity that it became a persecuting religion. 

If you will recall history, you will remember that it is not only Jews that 
have been “in trouble as far back as history records’. For example, when we 
were trying to persuade American Christians to resettle refugees, as a church — 
project, we began with the resettling of Christian refugees, who were more 
numerous than the Jews. We did not want to give the anti-Semites a chance 
to raise their issues. But we found people nearly as hostile to letting Christians 
in as they were to refusing Jews. They could always find excellent reasons for 
leaving them to their fate, either Jew or Gentile. The Axis propaganda worked 
like a charm, in either case; and though the basis of the objection was anti- 
Semitic in origin, as a rule, it swiftly spread to all liberals. 

With regard to our immigration laws, those laws closed this continent to 
refugees from religious and political persecution, and thus liquidated our first 
great tradition and “raison d’etre”. For the first time since 1492, it became 
virtually impossible for most people to get out of Europe to the New World; | 
America was liquidated as a haven for people fleeing from European Inquisi- 
tions (from which your own forbears doubtless fled, as did mine.) Our immi- 
gration laws guaranteed that most of the people slated by the Axis for ex- 
termination in Europe—the liberals and Jews—could be trapped with all hope 
of escape gone. The poem on the Statue of Liberty became a mockery the day 
those laws were passed, and will remain so until those laws are repealed. (If 
you think I exaggerate the facts, you will find accurate grounds for what I say 
in a book written some years ago: Betrayal in Central Europe by G. E. R. Gedye 
(Harpers). That describes the situation in one corner of the New World 
Order.) 
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Only a handful got out. The ordinary anti-Fascist had little chance. The 
immigration officials, part of the State Department, and reflecting the State 
Department’s appeasement and collaborationist policy (vide France, Spain, and 
Japan!), preferred the pro-Fascist to the anti-Fascist. And that left the 20th 
century Inquisitors free to exterminate their victims in comparative peace. Who 
is stopping them from killing Jews in quick-lime in sealed box-cars in Poland? 
Who is preventing them from killing off “Communists” all over Europe, to 
their heart’s content? 

From the economic viewpoint, a country like ours (world leader in mass 
production, the only country on earth that has learned how to produce too much 
of everything, and a country that before World War I used to take in 2,000,000 
immigrants a year, and absorb them successfully, on the whole, making good 
citizens out of most of them) could nor suddenly cut out a large market like 
that without feeling the economic effects. 

As for the “closed frontier” talk, of the kind that helped produce public 
sentiment in favor of exclusion of immigrants, isn’t that really nonsense? In 
1920, where were the radio, and airplane, and sulpha drug frontiers? They 
were still embryos, dependent on human initiative. As for the land frontier— 
I am living as I write this, in the heart of the Arizona desert—where a little 
water and human ingenuity have made this hopeless, waterless, baking, cloud- 
less desert “blossom as the rose’! Forty-five years ago this town had 5000 in- 
habitants; today it has nearly 100,000! ‘‘Closed frontiers?” 


KATHARINE HAYDEN SALTER 
Palo Alto, California 


June 20, 1943 
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CORPORATIVE DEATH 


THE SPANISH LABYRINTH, by*Gerald Brenan, The Macmillan Co., pp. 384; 


$3.50. 


This book is written by an English- 
man who has spent many years in 
Andalucia as a “dirt farmer” finding 
out the ways of the people and their 
lands at first hand, at the same time 
delving deeply into all kinds of lit- 
erature dealing with things Spanish. 
Out of the resultant compost of 
thought has emerged this, the most 
valuable and informative book I have 
yet seen on the subjects whereof the 
author treats. I wish I had had such a 
book myself during those years when, 
as a news correspondent, I was labori- 
ously exploring the Spanish labyrinth. 
It would have helped me immensely. 
And I don’t think anyone who is at 
all interested in things Spanish should 
be without it. 

The value of the book lies in the 
fact that the author, in addition to 
possessing an inquisitive and reflective 
mind, has also a mind that is open 
and approaches his subject without 
parti pris. In this he differs from that 
multitude of “explainers” of Spain, 
Spaniards and others, who are always 
trying to put a face on things from 
their own special viewpoints. 

The author deals with a consider- 
able array of Spanish questions which 
are always a puzzle, not only to the 
uninitiates, but often to Spaniards 
themselves. The first part of the book, 
under the general title of “The Ancien 
Régime,” (1874-1931), deals with 
such subjects as the parliament, the 
Catalan question, the liberals and the 


church, the army and the syndicalist 
struggle which led to the dictatorship 
of 1923, and the dictatorship itself. 

In two other parts he discusses the 
land question, the anarchists, the Carl- 
ists, the Socialists, the recent republic 
and the civil war. The discussion of 
the anarchists and the anarcho-syndi- 
calists is, so far as I can recall, the 
only intelligible one I ever have read 
in a book. Such passages as the fol- 
lowing throw illuminating insight 
upon their relationship to the whole ~ 
Spanish scene: 

“When the Anarchist says ‘to intro- 
duce the Golden Age you have only to 
kill the wicked who prevent the good ~ 
from living as they wish to,’ there is 
always at the back of his mind the vil- _ 
lage with its three thousand small — 
peasants and landless laborers. By get- — 
ting rid of a dozen landowners and a 
priest, the rest can divide up the land 
and live cheaply.” 

There in a nutshell you have the 
explanation for the dreadful ven- 
geance taken on landowners, priests 
and the church in the months imme- 
diately following the outbreak of civil 
war, and until the Republican gov- 
ernment was able to curb the terror. 
(Perhaps I may mention that I was the 
first of all correspondents in Spain to 
report the outbreak of this terror, 
sending the facts just as I found them, 
from the French frontier.) 

A suitable footnote on these ac- 
tivities is provided by trenchant words 
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of José Castillejo: “The anarchists 
have destroyed many churches, but the 
clergy first destroyed the Church.” 

I would particularly like to recom- 
mend the chapter on the Carlists since, 
on the other side of the struggle, it 
throws light on the terrorism of the 
rebels. He finds that for every person 
executed in the government zone, two 
or three were executed on the Franco 
side, with the proportion even higher 
in Andalucia. 

In reviewing another book I have 
spoken of the propaganda for intro- 
ducing the corporative state in this 
country. In the chapter on the Carlists 
I find interesting light on the genesis 
of this idea, which in time found effect 
in Portugal, in Italy and in Austria 
and which the Catholic hierarchy of 
America in formal statement has now 
adopted as their own. 

In the 90’s Vasquez de Mella drew 
up his corporative-state program for 
Spain and it made much headway 
among the Jesuit-dominated Carlists. 
Says the author: “Instead of the par- 
liament there was to be a corporative 
assembly, composed of deputations 
representing the classes, interests and 
regions which debated in secret... . 
In the country districts the aristocracy 
were to be restored to their ‘ancient 
functions and privileges.’ The middle 
class would be allowed to control the 
municipalities. Schools and universities 
would be under the Church, new and 
severe laws against blasphemy would 
be passed, and liberty of worship 
would be rescinded. There would of 
course be a censorship of books and 
press.” 

Here we have a closeup of that 
“hierarchy of society,” and its conse- 
quences so desired for America by 
American prelates as they have for- 
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mally set forth in their statement on 
“The Church and Social Order.” 
LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


U. S. ForeicN Policy, by Walter 
Lippmann, Little, Brown and Com- 
pany, pp. 177, $1.50. 

This new book by America’s out- 
standing authority on foreign policy 
contains statements and demands of a 
most realistic and enlightened imperi- 
alism. In fact, the case of imperialism 
—is explained in such a logical and 
lucid way that one almost forgets that 
it is, after all, pure imperialism that he 
means. But even then, Lippmann’s hon- 
esty in explaining and proclaiming the 
rights and obligations of an effective 
foreign policy is so convincing and 
even disarming that it is difficult to ar- 
gue against it. 

Lippmann presents the case as fol- 
lows: Up to now, the United States 
has had no foreign policy compatible 
with its commitments. These commit- 
ments compel the U. S. A. to form a 
close alliance first with Great Britain 
and her Empire and secondly, with 
Russia and China. As a matter of fact, 
these four great powers, in Lippmann’s 
opinion, should form a “nuclear alli- 
ance” around which the other powers 
should be grouped. 

There is no doubt that such a nucle- 
us is of paramount importance during 
this war in order to crush fast and once 
for all the onslaught of the Fascist 
powers. But Lippmann thinks that this 
alliance should last in order to guaran- 
tee peace. Theoretically, this idea 
seems to be brilliant and sound. But, 
in practice, it could mean the domina- 
tion of the world by the American- 
British spheres of interest, backed by 
Russia and China as auxiliary police 
forces. This would then be a final and 


90 THE PROTESTANT 


definite partition of this globe and any 
power or group of powers seeking to 
change or modify it would be rightly 
regarded as an enemy to be destroyed. 

There is no doubt that the moderate 
and law abiding form of domination 
which the British Empire and the U. S. 
A. would exercise in guaranteeing 
world peace is far preferable to any 
other imaginable combination in our 
age of advanced imperialism. But 
since other powers—outside of the 
four nuclear nations—have their own 
commitments and since foreign policy 
is nothing else but an eternal struggle 
for and around commitments, the the- 
ory of Lippmann can be put into prac- 
tice only by assuming that his balance 
of power will be stabilized for good 
and that the other nations have to ac- 
cept this order or be crushed. 

Presumably, these problems and de- 
velopments will emerge but in the dis- 
tant future. For the time being and for 
the purpose of winning the war and 
trying to establish a basis for a post- 
war order, Lippmann’s program is well 
balanced, workable and, fortunately, 
utterly free from any lofty but danger- 
ous illusions. 

HEINZ POL. 


SCIENCE, RELIGION, AND THE FUTURE, 
by C. E. Raven, Macmillan, N. Y.., 
pp. 125, $2.00. 


An extraordinarily valuable intro- 
duction to the relation between spirit- 
ual and scientific awareness by a pro- 
fessor of Divinity who is as thorough- 
ly grounded and trained in scientific 
method as in systematic theology. Dr. 
Raven presents the subject in fresh 
historical perspective with wealth of 
detail and brilliant interpretation. The 
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worlds of science and religion he 
found to be but two aspects of one 
world: “The process of creation, 
studied in its initial and physical 
aspect scientifically, was the same as 
that which reached its most revealing 
phase in the records of man’s religious 
development and had its culmination 
in Jesus who proved to be what his 
followers had claimed, the mystery or 
illuminating event by which the nature 
of reality was unveiled and the mean- 
ing of evolution declared.” Truly a 
book for this age of the coming New 
Reformation. 
K. L. 


Tuis MAN RIBBENTROP, by Dr, Paul 
Schwarz, Julian Messner Inc., New 
York, 1943, pp. 303, $3.00. 


The author for twenty years was in 
the diplomatic service of Germany 
before serving in New York as Con- 
sul from 1929 to 1933, when he re- 
signed as a matter of principle after 
the Nazis came into power. Later, Dr. 
Schwarz became an American citizen. 

In his book he reveals the mysteri- 
ous rise of Joachim von Ribbentrop, 
the ex-wine merchant, who became 
Nazi Foreign Minister. The book is 
packed with all the mystery, intrigue, 
scandal, horror and terror which com- 
pose Hitler’s world. 

The author clarifies many of the 
political questions which have been 
troubling us throughout the past two 
and a half decades. An authentic, 
very fascinating volume written by a 
distinguished diplomat and historian 
who knows the people he has written 
about. 

CONRAD MEYER 
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TRADING WITH THE ENEMY IN 
Wor_p War II, by Martin Domke. 
Central Book Company, New York. 
pp. 640, $10.00 


This book gives detailed analysis of 
the scope of the economic warfare 
concerning the enemy and his prop- 
erty. It is a necessary study for every- 
one interested in post-war settlements, 
a source-book for students of inter- 
national law and economic and finance 
experts. 

C. M. 


THE HIDDEN ENEMy. By Heinz Pol, 
Julian Messner, New York, 1943, 
pp. 268, Bibliography and Index, 
$3.00. 


Mr. Pol thoroughly documents the 
theory that “the original stream of the 
Hitler movement is Pan-Germanism.” 
After reading this book one cannot but 
be convinced that as far as the German 
menace goes Hitler and the Nazis are 
only tools of the Pan-Germans, the 
landed and industrial barons, and that 
to destroy the branch and leave the 
root will be but to put off a new har- 
vest of horror. Here the story is told 
with an authority and wealth of fasci- 
nating detail which vitalizes it and 
makes it stand up and warn us against 
being fooled by the Pan-Germans who 
will make peace under any disguise. 
Pol calls relentlessly and, we believe, 
logically for the physical destruction 
of the Nazi party upper crust and state 
administration, the Gestapo and Labor 
Front, the SS and Peasant Front. Thus 
alone will the backbone of Nazism be 
broken. Rank and file party people 
must be watched and repressed. But 
if German imperialism is to be de- 
stroyed no deal of any kind can be 
made with representatives of (1) 
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A STARTLING ANSWER 
TO THE QUESTION: 


“What must 
be done with 
Germany after 

the war?” 


HIDDEN 
ENEMY 


The German Threat to Post-War Peace 


by HEINZ POL 


author of SUICIDE OF A DEMOCRACY 


WICE in this century Germany has at- 

tacked the world. There is, therefore, no 

bigger problem today than how to make 
a third onslaught impossible. This book ex- 
poses the root of the evil and offers a prac- 
tical solution. 


HEINz Por, former editor of Berlin daily 
Vossische Zeitung was one of a valiant group 
of journalists who tried to warn the German 
people of the dangers of Nazism. He was ar- 
rested in 1933, the night of the Reichstag fire, 
and forced to flee to Czechoslovakia. His 
books were publicly burned by Goebbels. He 
escaped to France, where he witnessed the 
“collapse,” and then went on to this country. 


With a bibliography and index, $3.00 
Recommended by the Book-of-the- Month Club 


On sale at all bookstores, or 
JULIAN MESSNER INC., 8 W. 40 ST., N. Y. 
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Heavy Industry, (2) Big Banks and 
Insurance Companies, (3) the Army, 
(4) the Junkers and the Aristocracy, 
(5) the Judiciary, (6) the Universities 
and Schools, (7) Any Cultural Instt- 
tutions founded since 1933. All re- 
sponsible parties in pre-1933 Pan-Ger- 
man organizations must be eliminated. 

Pol describes how this fearful but 
necessary purge can be carried out. His 
idea seems to be that Germany’s revo- 
lutions having always been still-born 
she must have one before the new 
great Germany can arise. Pol is not 
afraid of the implications of his thesis. 
Pol is no piker. 

Since Pol’s publisher too recently 
felt the lash of the Catholic boy- 
cott he will be excused for not per- 
mitting the picture of the Pan-German 
conspiracy to be filled out in its ec- 
clesiastical aspects. For instance von 
Papen is often mentioned in Pol’s book 
but never as the agent of the Vatican 
which he was and still is. However, 
on page 139 Pol quotes Matthias Erz- 
berger, who by the way was one of the 
first to give Ribbentrop a leg up in his 
climb to power. In 1915 Erzberger, 
deputy of the Catholic Center party 
declared: “If it is possible to destroy 
all of London, it is more humane to do 
that than to allow one single German 
national comrade to bleed to death on 
the battlefield. This radical cure is the 
shortest way to peace. Hesitation, soft- 
heartedness, and similar considerations 
constitute an unpardonable weakness. 
Resolution and ruthless aggression are 
the marks of strength and they alone 
will bring victory!” 
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Books that look ahead! 


Science, Religion 
and the Future 
By Charles E. Raven 


This indictment of the failure of both 
Science and Religion is a challenge to 
scientific and moral leaders to 
provide guidance. 


$2.00 


The New Europe 


By Bernard Newman 


A profound study of the problems of 
settling Europe’s boundaries. History, 
physical geography, economics, language, 
ethnic lines—and the sentiments of each 
population are considered. Maps 

and index. $3.75 


The Legacy 
of Nazism 


The Economics and Social Conse- 
quences of Totalitarianism 


By Frank Munk 


The author of “Economics of Force” 
here describes the drastic social, eco- 
nomic and political changes wrought by 
Nazi domination. A sound plan 

$2.50 


for a new construction. 


The Spanish 
Labyrinth 


By Gerald Brenan 


From firsthand knowledge of Spain and 
its people, Mr. Brenan brilliantly analy- 
ses the situation leading up to the Civil 
War. He dissects Spanish personalities 
and politics with the keenness 

and objectivity of a surgeon. 


$3.50 
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